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SENA.TE. 
T:auRSDAY, March 27, 19~4. 

The Ch-aplain, Rev. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Our Father, we bless Thee for every ~vidence of Thy re
membrance of our needs, for Thy care over us. So enable us 
to understand our dependence upon Thee that whatever we 
undertake we shall undertake for Thy glory as well as for the 
good of our loved country. Be very near to us in every de
liberation. Guide our thoughts, intluence our conduct, and so 
help us always to walk in paths of Thine OWLl direction, to 
the glory of Thy great name. We ask. in Jesus' name. Amen. 

The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the l)ro
ceedings of the legislative day of Monday, March 24, 1924, when, 
on request of Mr. CURTIS and by unanimous consent, the further 
reading was dispensed with and the Journal was approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Halti
gan, one Qf ii.ts clerks, announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 655) to 
provide for a tax on motor-vehicle fuels sold within the District 
of Columbia, and for other pm.·poses; requested a conference ' 
with the Senate on the disagreeing V<>tes of the two Houses 
thereon, and that Mr. ZIHLMAN, Mr. LAMPERT, and Mr. BLANTON 1 
were appointed managers on the part of the House at the oon- , 
ference. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The ·message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
bad signed the enrolled bill ( S. 214) for the relief of The' Old 
National Bank of Martinsburg, l.Iartinsburg, W. Va., and it was 
thereupon signed by the President pr-0 tempore. 

CONDITION OF RAILROAD EQUIPMENT. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com

munication from the Chairman of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, transmitting, in compliance with the provisions 
of Senate Resolution 438, agreed to February, 26, 1923, a report 
for the month of E'ebruary, 1924, showing the condition of 
railroad equipment and related information, which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

FRED A. GOSNELL A.ND ESTATE OF RICHARD C. LAPPIN. 

The PRESIDENT p'l·o tempore laid lbefore the Senate a com- 1 

municatio.n from the Assistant Secretary of Commerce, trans
mitting draft of a proposed bill for the relief of Fred A. Gos
nell, former disbursing c1erk, Buren.u of the Census, and the 
estate of Richard C. Lappin, forme-r supervisor of the fourteenth 
decennial census for the Territory of Hawaii, and special 
disbursing agent, in the settlement of certain accounts, which 
the department recommends be enacted into law, which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

l}!SPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid 'before the Senate a com
munication from the Acting Secretary of Labor, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a sche<lule of miscellaneous papers of the 
Bureaus of I.-abor Statistics, Immigration, and Naturalization 
not needed in the conduct of business and having no permanent 
value or historic interest, and asking for action looking to 
their disposition, which was refened to a Joint Select Com
mittee on the Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive 
Departments. The President pro tempore appointed Mr. BORAR 
and Mr. JONES of New Mexico members of the committee on 
the part of the Senate, and ordered that the Secretary notify 
the House of Representatives thereof. 

DEFICIENCY BILL--CONFERENCE REPORT. 

Mr. WARREN. l submit a conference report on the first 
deficiency approp1·iation !bill, H. R. 7449, and move that the 

·senate agree to the report. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read 

before the request for present consideration is submitted to 
the Senate. 

The report was read as follows : 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
11449) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in certain 
approprJations for the fiscal year ending June 3:0, 1924, and 
prior fiscal years, to provide SUP!'lemental appropriations for 
tbe fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, and for other purposes, 

having met., after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 14, 
15, 18, 23, 36, and 37. 

That the House recede from its disagree~nt to the amend
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9, 10, 12, 13, 
16, 17., 19, 20, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 30, 31, 32, 34, 35, 38, 39, 41, 
42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, and 52; and agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 8: That the Honse recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numb€red 8, ancl 
agree to the same with an amendment .as fo!Llows; In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
"For payment of expenses incurred by the Sergeant at Arms 
on account of attendance of the committee of Senators at the 
funeral of the late President Warren G. Harding, $5,000 "; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and 
.agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
1the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

" PUBLIC BOILDrNGS COMMISSION. 

" For -expenses of the Public Buildings Commission, ~0,000, 
t;o remain availabl~ ·until expended." · 

And the Senate ag1·ee to the same. 
Amendment numbered 21; That the House recede from its dis

agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 21, and 
agree to the same with an amendment a13 follows: Strike out 
an of the matter inserted by said amendment after the sum 
" $70,000 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 40: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 40, nnd 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the fullowing: 
" : Provided, That the headstones furnJshed hereunder shall 
be of such design and material as may be agreed upon by the 
Secretary of War and the American Battle Monuments Com
mission " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference have not agreed on amendments 
numbered 22, 29, and 33. 

F. E. WARREN, 
CHARLES CURTrs, 
LEE s. OVERMA.N, 

.Managers on .the part of the Senate. 
MARTIN B. MADDEN, 
D. R. ANTHONY, 
JOSEPH ,V. BYRNS, 

},Juna.gers on the part of the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the <!Onference repo1·t? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I do not object to the present considera
tion of the report, but I suggest to the Senator in charge of 
it that the reading of the report by the clerk does not give 
the Senate any comprehension of what the agreement is. If 
a statement accompanies the Teport that statement should be 
read. If not, I think the Senator from Wyoming himself 
should explain the principal points of difference and the a~e
ments that have been reached. Is it a complete agreement? 

Mr. WARREN. It is a complete agreement as to all but 
two items that have to go back to the House. They are unim
portant items, but they rather trench upon the House rules 
and therefor.e have to be acre<l on by the House. There is an 
agreement so far as the .conferees are concerned, nnd that is 
why I ask to have the report agreed to, so that the paper s 
may go back to the Honse for action there. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I make no objection to the present con
sideration of the report. 

Ma.·. WARREN. I wm say to the Senator that there were 
very few items put in upon the Senate side which were not 
agreed to. It is a rather remarkable report in that respect, 
in that the House has agreed to nearly all of the Senate 
amendments. We were compelled to yield one matter of legis
lation which was Qf oonSiderable size so far as words are 
concerned, but which I take it will be cared for otherwise in 
a bill which the Senator from Washington [Mr. JQNES] has in 
eharge. 

Mr. ROBINSON. What was that matter? 
Mr. WARREN. H r~lated oo the Ooast Guard. 
Mr. ROBINSON. That passed yesterday an a separate bill, 

did it not? 
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Mr. W .Ar~EN. Yes; and so it went out of the deficiency 
appropriation bill. If there are any items that any Senator 
is interested in I could immediately inform him about them, 
but there are numerous small items on the part of the Senate 
for current expenses, gratuities, and so forth, which the House 
always leaves out, expecting us to put them in the deficiency 
bill when it reaches the Senate. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I have no further inquiry to submit. 
The PRESIDEN'.r pro tempore. Is there objection to the 

present consideration of the report? The· chair hears none . . 
The question is on agreeing to the conference report. 

The report was agreed to. 
DISTRICT GA.SOLINE TAX. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
action of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 655) to provide 
for a tax on motor-vehicle fuels sold within the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes, and requesting a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

l\lr. JONES of Washington. I move that the Senate insist 
upon its amendments. agree to the conference asked by the 
House, and tllat the Ohair appoint the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the President pro tempore ap
pointed Mr. BA.LL, Mr. JONES of Washington, and Mr. KING con
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

PETITIONS A.ND MEMORIALS. 

'l'he PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before tlle Senate resolu
tions of Richard J. Harden Camp, No. 2, United Spanish War 
Veterans, Department of the District of Columbia, favoring the 
passage of the so-called Bursum bill ( S. 5) granting pensions 
and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the 
Civil and Mexican Wars and to certain widows, former widows, 
minor children, and helpless cbild:ren of said soldiers and sail
ors, and to widows of the vVar of 1812, and to certain Indian war 
veterans and widows, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Ile also laid before the Senate a statement in the nature of a 
memorial of sundry business and professional men of Boston, 
Mass., and vicinity, remonstrating against the administration 
of affairs in Ireland and praying for the immediate release of 
Eamon de Valera and other political prisoners under confine
ment, etc., which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re
lations. 

Ile also laid before the Senate a communication from George 
M. Napier, attorney general of Georgia and secretary of the con
ferrnce of attorneys general, transmitting a statement of the ex
ecutive committee of the conference of attorneys·general on gaso
line prices and other petroleum products, etc., which was re
ferred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

He also laid before the Senate a statement signed by Mary 
Haaheo Atcher1ey, president of the Kaakaukukui Improvement 
Club, of the Hawaiian village, Kaakaukukui Beach, Hawaii, rel
ative to the occupancy of certain lands in the Territory and an 
amendment to the Hawaiian commission act of 1920, which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ter
ritories and Insular Possessions. 

l\lr. KEYliJS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Belknap 
County, N. H., praying for the passage of legislation to repeal 
or teduce the so-called nuisance and war taxes, especially the 
tax on industrial alcohol, which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. CAPPER presented a telegram in the nature of a petition 
from a committee representing six parent-teacher associations, 
of I1Jlclorado, Kans., praying for the passage of legislation creat
ing a Federal department of education, which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented memorials of sundry members of the 
Woman's Ctu·istian Temperance Union of Glasco; of members 
and friends of the Christian Church of Bluff City; of the con
gregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Bluff City; of 
the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Downs; and of 
sundry citizens of Great Bend, all in the State of Kansas, 
remonstrating against making any amendment to the Federal 
prohibition act so as to legalize 2.75 per cent beer, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a paper and a telegram in the nature o.f 
petitions from sundry citizens of Stafford County and Law
rence, Kans., praying for the passage of legislation restricting 
immigration with quotas based on the census of 1890, which 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. CURTIS presented a resolution adopted by the Farmers' 
Equity Union and the directors of the Equity Union Grain Co., 
JI. nonpool farmers' cooperative marketing association, of KaL-

sas, protesting against the passage of the so-called ll1cNary
Haugen bill, providing aid to agriculture, which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a resolution of the Hiawatha Chamber of 
Commerce, of Hiawatha, Kans., favoring the passage of legis
lati.on restricting immigration with quotas based on the census 
of 1890, which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions, numerously signed, of sundry 
citizens of Havensville and Somerset, in the State of Kansas, 
praying for the passage of legislation restricting immigration 
with quotas based on the census of 1890, which were referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Washing
ton, D. C., and vicinity, praying an amendment to the Con
stitution granting equal rights to women, which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

INTEREST OF .ARIZONA. IN THE COLORA.DO RIVER. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I prese.nt a telegram from 
Governor Hunt, of Arizona, relative to the so-called Colorado 
River compact, which I ask may be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the telegram was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows : 

{Western Union telegram.] 
PHOENIX, Aniz., Ma1·oh eo, 19£4. 

Senator RALPH. H. CAMERO~, 
Washington, D. 0.: 

In hearings before the Committee on Arid Lands in the House ot 
Representatives, California lobbyists and representatives as well as 
power-trust officials seem to consi<ler Arizona's interests in the Colo
rado River as unworthy of consideration. Secretary ot the Interior 
Hubert Work, of Colorado, in hit; report to Congress urging nationali
zation of the Colorado River utilizes . his position to further the aims 
of Colorado. The people of Arizona are patient, long-suffering, and 
tolerant, but are becoming weary of the imperk'l.listic designs of some 
neighboring States. This State comprises 42 per cent of the drainage 
area of the Colorado River basin. Eighty per cent of all the power 
developed in the Colorado River below Lee Ferry must be wholly 
cleveloped within Arizona and the balance between Arizona and Ne
vada. California contributes only 6,000 square miles to the drainage 
area of the Colorado River and undertakes to claim majority por
tion of its benefits. Sixty-one per cent of the total area of this State 
is held by the Federal Government either in forest reserves, Indian 
reservations, or national parks. Proposal of Secretary Work, of 
Colorado, and California officials to nationalize the river as proposed 
in the Swing-Johnson bill is insulting. Arizona will not ratify the 
Colorado River compact as it is a proposal wholly unfair and unjust 
to this State. The people of Arizona who hope to see the River de
veloped and who are opposed to the compact have been opposing it 
in a manner to create as little bitterness as possible. We are just 
beginning to fight the compact and desire as little friction between 
the States as is ppssible when tb.e compact is- dead. Attitude ot 
Colorado, Secretary of the Department of Interior, and California 
representatives will not be helpful to future negotiations. 

GEO. w. P. HUNT, Go-i;ernor. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HARRELD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the following l>ills, reported them sever
ally without amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill ( S. 368) for the relief of Nelly 1\IcOanna, residuary 
legatee and devisee under last will and testiment of P. F. 
Mccanna, deceased (Rep. No. 307) ; 

A bill ( H. R. 5799) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court 
of Claims to hear, examine, adjudicate, and enter judgment 
in any claims which the Seminole Indians may have against 
the United States, and for other purposes (Rept. No. 309) ; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 6483) amending an act entitled "An act for 
the division of the lands and funds of the Osage Indians in 
Oklahoma, and for other purposes," approved June 28, 1906, 
and acts amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto (Rept. 
No. 310). 

~Ir. HARRELD also, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill ( S. 1707) appropriating money 
to purchase lands for the Clallam Tribe of Indians in the State 
of Washington, and for other purposes, reported it with an 
amendment' and submitted a report (No. 308) thereon. 

Mr. SMITH, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, to 
which was referred the bill ( S. 2930) reaffirming the use of the. 
ether for radio communication or otherwise to be the inalien
able possession of the people of the United States and their 
Government, and for other purposes, reported it without amend
ment ancl submitted a report (No. 311) thereon. 

Mr. COLT. I report back favorably with amendments from 
the Committee on Immigration the bill .(S. 2576) . to limit the 
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immigration of aliens into the United States, and for other 
purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on 
the calendar. 

l\£r. COLT. I desire to give notice that at the earliest 
practicab.le time I shall ask for the consideration of the bill. 

ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED. 
l\fr. WATSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re

ported that on yesterday there was presented to the President 
of the United States the enrolled bill ( S. 2113) authorizing 
the Director of the Census to collect and publish statistics 
of cotton. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 

consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 
By l\Ir. JOHNSON of l\finnesota : 
A bill ( S. 2944) granting a pension to Isabel J. Rogers; 

and 
A bill ( S. 2945) granting an increase of pension to Mary 

Griffith ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By l\fr. CURTIS : 
A bill ( S. 2946) granting a pension to John W. Brown (with 

accompanying papers) ; and 
A bill ( S. 2947) granting a pension to Sallie Moseley (with 

accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. HALE: 
A bill ( S. 2948) granting a pension to Carolyn P. Sherman 

(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. WAD SW ORTH: 
A bill ( S. 2949) authorizing the Secretary of War to sell a 

portion of the Carlisle Bnrracks Reservation; and 
A bill ( S. 2950) to define and determine the character of the 

service represented by the honorable discharge issued to John 
McNickle of Company L, Seventh Regiment New York Volun
teer Heavy Artillery, under date of September 27, 1865; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Ily l\Ir. DILL: 
A bill ( S. 2951) to amend section 15a of the interstate com

merce act, as amendeq; to the Committee on Interstate Com
merce. 

By l\Ir. r~ODGE: 
A bill ( S. 2952) for the relief of Fannie C. Marden ; to the 

Committee on Claims. 
By l\1r. DILL: 
A bill ( S. 2953) to provide for handling and rate of pay for 

storage of closed-pouch mail on express and baggage cars; to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

PROPOSED INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE. 
Mr. BORAH. I submit a resolution, which I ask to have 

read and lie on the table. 
The resolution ( S. Res. 196) was read and ordered to lie on 

the table, as follows: 
Resolved, That the President is authorized and requested to invite 

such governments as he may deem necessary or expedient to send rep
resentatives to a conference, which shall be charged with the duty o! 
considering the economic problems now obtaining throughout the 
world with a view of arriving at such adjustments or settlements as 
may seem essential to the restoration of trade and to the establishment 
of sound financial and business conditions, and also to consider the 
subject of further limitation of armaments with a view of reaching an 
understanding or agreement upon said matter, both by land and by 
sea, and particularly relative to limiting the construction of all types 
and sizes of subsurface and surface craft of 10,000 tons standard dis
placement, or less, and of aircraft. 

ESTABLISHMENT OF RADIO IN CAPITOL BUILDING. 
Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, I submit a resolution and 

request unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 
It merely asks for a report for information. 

The resolution ( S. Res. 197) was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy 

be, and are hereby, directed to cooperate in the appointment of a 
joint commission of radio experts from the War and Navy Depart
ments to investigate and report to the Senate upon the following 
problems, to wit : 

1. The equipment of the Senate Chamber with electrical trans
mission and receiving apparatus such that, without defacing the 
Senate Chamber, each Senator at his desk may individually and cltarly 
hear, without the use of a head receiver, the proceedings of the 
Senate at all times in whatever tone of voice conducted. 

2. The additional equipment necessary for the broadcastln!; by 
radio of the proceedings of the Senate and the House of Representa
tives throughout the country, utilizing the radio stations of the War 
and Navy Departments. 

The report of said commission to include the estimated cost of in
stallation, maintenance, and :operation 1of the proposed systems sug
gested in para.graphs 1 and 2 hereof; be it further 

Resolved, That such commission also be requested to recommend a 
limited area of the country that for experimental purposes be initially 
afforded such broadcasting of the proceedings of . Congress to tbP. end 
of determining the advisability of extending such service to cover 
the entire country; such report to include the cost of such experi
mental installation together with the expense of maintenanre and 
operation thereof. · 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, will not the Senator amend 
his resolution by providing that a radio outfit shall also be 
placed in the Attorney General's office as well as the White 
House, so that we can hear what is going on down there? 

Mr. CURTIS. ·I think the resolution had better go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro ternpore. Objection is ma<le, anti the 

resolution will go over under the rule. 
Mr. KING. Before it goes over, may I inquire of the Sen

ator from Nebraska if it would not be a good id.ea to amend 
his resolution-and I suggest it in perfect good faith-to have 
the commission inquire into the statement which is constantly 
made that the Radio Corporation of America is a trust and a 
monopoly and is doing everything possible to destroy any 
competition in the great field of radio activity, which is so 
important? I make that suggestion. Of course the resolution 
goes over for a day, but if the Senator thinks the suggestion 
a pertinent one I should be glad if he would amend his reso
lution in that respect. 

Mr. HOWELL. I think that the inquiry suggested is perti
nent at this time. However, I would suggest that it be pro
vided for in the form of a separate resolution. The purpose 
of the resolution which I have submitted is to give informa
tion that the Senate may be able to determine upon the cost 
and feasibility of broadcasting the proceedings of Congress. 
It is something that will be done in the very near future, and 
it is something that ought to be considered at as early a date 
as possible. Therefore it is my notion that a question so im
portant in itself should be treated separately, and that the 
inquiry suggested by the Senator from Utah should be provided 
for in a separate resolution. 

l\Ir. LODGE. Mr. President, I think this is a matter which 
concerns the Capitol Building itself. The establishment of 
radio equipment throughout this Chamber would involve alter
ations in the building. I believe the resolution ought to be re
ferred to the Committee on Rules, which has charge and care 
of the building. I do not wish to prevent the resolution from 
lying on the table for the present, if the Senator so desires, but 
I enter a motion to refer it to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. DIAL. Mr. President, we sit here twice too long now. 
If we put in a radio equipment, I fear we never would stop 
talking, and we would probably be in continuous session. 

Mr. HOWELL. l\fr. President, this resolution merely asks 
for information. It does not commit the Senate to any particu
lar course of action. Without any expense whatever, the in
formation requested can be afforded the Senate. Then it will 
be for Congress to determine whether or not it '\vishes to take 
any steps in this direction. It seems to ine that the greater 
amount of info1·mation we can have along these lines the 
greater the advantage will be, not merely to Congress but to 
the public. Ther.efore I suggest that the resolution should not 
be referred to a committee but should lie on the table and be 
taken up in due time. 

l\Ir. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I do not know but that it 
would be a good plan to arrange so that the people of the coun
try could hear what is going on here. I think it would cause 
a good many Senators who now do not stay here to remain in 
their seats in order to hear questions discussed. Just one 
speech over the radio, calling Senators by name and asking 
why they failed to attend the sessions of the Senate would 
bring them speedily into their places in this Chamber. 

I am going to give consideration to this matter. It might 
be a very good plan. We do not have enough CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORDS to furnish sufficient information as to exactly what 
happens here. It is impossible for the newspapers to carry 
in full all that is said here each day. 

If we bad this proposed ra<lio arrangement by which the 
people all over the country could "listen in," it would enable 
us to get action here. The people would hear discussions, 
would form their own conclusions, an<l sit down and write or 
wire their Members just how they had been impressed by the 
discussion here. As a means of inducing more Republicans to 
attend the sessions of the Senate, I think it woul<l be a good 
thing to be able to let the people back home know day by day 
just what Senators are here attending to their duties. 
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SELIN A E. M.A.RYlI.AN. 

Ur. LODGE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 198}, 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resol-ned, Tbat the Secretary of the Senate be, and be hereby is, 
authorized and directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate to Selina E. Maryman, widow of Samuel A. Maryman, late a 
conductor of elevator in the Capitol~ Senate wing, one year's compen
sation at the rate he was receiving by law at the ti~e of his death, 
said f>Um to be•consldered as including funeral ez_penses and all other 
allowances. 

ASSESSED VALUATIQN OF ltAILROADS. 

Mr. DILL. l sub:i;uit a resolution, wbich I ask may be r.ead 
and lie over. 

The resolution (S. Res. 199) was read and ordered to lie 
over unde-r the rule, as follows : 

Res-0lved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission be, and 'hereby 
is, directed to ascertain from the pr-0per authorities of each State of 
the United States the assessed valuation, on a 100 per cent basis of val
uation, as used for taxatfon purP-O.ses, of all of the property of each of 
the railroads of the United States a-eting as common carr-iers, whether 
used for the purposes of common carriers or not, which are under the con
trol of the Interstate Commerce Commission, and report tbe said valua
tions used f-0r taxation purposes to the Senate of the United Sta·tes: 
Provided, That sa.id reP-Ort shall show, first, the total valuations foT 
taxation purposes on a 1±00 per cent basis of the property of each rail
road compauy or system, se.parate and apart from other Tailroads, and, 
second, the total of sach valuati&ns of all railroad proper-ties by States, 
and, third, the total of ·such valu..ations fo1• the whole United States. 

THE CALENDAR. 

The PRESIDENT pro tern.pore. Morning business is closed. 
l\1r. CURTIS. 1 ask unanimous consent that the S.enate 

proceed to tbe consideration .of the calendar under Rul~ VIII, 
only unobjected bills to be considered, 

Mr. SMITH. May I ask the Sena.tor from Kansas where 
he proposes that the consideration of the calendar shall begin? 

l\Ir. CURTIS. 1 think we might as well begin at the be
ginning of the calendar. There were only .about four or five. 
bills which had been called at its last consideration. 

Mr. SMITH. The reason I asked the question was there 
had been a bill reported from the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce looking toward _providing for an amendment of the 
law in reference to the settlement of claims. The bill has 
been unanimously reported, and covers a matter which ought 
to be expedited, because a great many clai;o:iants have been 
debarred from establishing their claims or goin.g through the 
necessary processes for establishing them. 

Mr. CURTIS. I suggest that we go on with the calendar 
until about 5 or 10 minutes to 2 o'clock,, and then the Sena
tor may ask unanimous consent to ca,11 -up his bill for con
sideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The consideration of the 
calendar is the r~gular order. 

:Mr. CURTIS. I have asked that only unobjected bills be 
considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the con
sideration of the calendar from the beginning and that un
objected cases only be considered. Is there objection'? The 
Chair hears none. 

ESTATE OF ELY N. SONNENSTRAHL. 

The bill ( S. 1330) for the relief of the estate of Ely N. 
Sonnenstrahl, deceased, was annolll!ced as first in order. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should like the Senator from 
New York [Mr. COPELAND}, who, I see, introduced this bill, 
give an explanation of it. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, this bill was passed through 
the Senate last year, but did not get through the other House. 
The Committee on Claims has examined it very earefully and 
has recommended its passage. I hope that the recommendation 
of the committee m..ay be accepted and that the bill m.ay be 
passed. 

'l'here being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of .the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read as fol
lows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of Nina L. So:nnenstrabl, as .ex
ecutrix of the estate of Ely N. Sonnenstrahl, deceased, late of Brook
lyn, N. Y., !for such further sum as the said estate may be entitled to 
recover as added to the amount the said Ely N. Sonnenstrahl has 
already received for certain beans eommandeered by the Navy D.epart
m·ent at San Francisco, C.'.i.lif., on or about February, 1918, may be 
sued for and submitted to the UDited Stat-es Distr.ict Court in and for 

. " 

the Eastern District of New Yo,rk, and sdd court shall have juris
diction to bear and determine such suit and to en.ter a judgment or 
decree for such amount and co.sts, if any, as shall be found to be due 
against the United States in favor of said estate of Ely N. Sonnen
strahl, deceased, UP-On the same principles and measures of liability as 
in like cases under section 10 of the Lever Aet, and with the same 
rights of appeal: ProvUled, That suit shall be brought and commenced 
within four m<>ntbs from the date of the passage of this aet. 

Mr. KING. Let the report on the bill be read, so that we 
may be advised as to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
report. 

A. W. MELLON, SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, before the report is read, 
I have a short statement which I wish to make at this time. 

Mr. McKELLAR proceeded to address the Senate and spoke 
for :five minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator 
from '.rennessee has expired. 

l\Ir. McKELLAR. I ask unanimous consent to be permitted 
to finish the statement which I wish to make. It is very short. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Mr. WAD SW ORTH. I object. 
l\Ir. l\fcKELLAR. I will continue the statement on a sub

sequent bill. 
[Mr. McKELLAR'E! speech .appears entire on page 5058.] 

ESTATE OF ELYN. SONNENSTRAHL. 

The Senate, as in Committee 'Of the Whole, resumed the c0n
Sideration of the bill (S. 1330) for the relief of tbe estate of 
ElF N. Sonnenstrahl. · 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, the explanation of the bill 
now before the Senate is ,that Sonnenstrahl owned some beans, 
which he offered .to the Navy Depai·tment at cost during the 
war. The Navy Departme11t refused to take them, but later 
commandeered the beans. When the check in payment was sent 
Sonnenstrahl refused to take the check and protested that the 
amount was not right. There was, however, a telegram sent 
to him by the commandant at Mare Island advising him to 
accept the check and then to submit his protest to the Pay
master General of the Navy. Sonnenstrahl did that. Then it 
developed that under the Lever Act he was not entitled to -enter 
a protest, and so his claim was turned down, although at one 
time the Navy Department did offer him over $400 in addition 
to the amount paid him. The purpose of the bill is to permit 
t'he estate of Sonnenstra11l to begin suit to determine whether 
or not it has a proper and just claim. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I inquire what is the order of 
business under which we are proceeding? 

Mr. COPELAND. We are proceeding with the consideration 
of the calendar. 

Mr. WARREN. Is the 'Senator from New York speaking to 
the first bill on the calendar? 

Mr. COPELAND. Yes, sir; I am speaking to the first bill on 
the calendar. 

l\Ir. WARREN. Very well. 
l\1r. COPELAND. Mr. President, I .ask that the bill may be 

passed, in order that the es.tate of Sonnenstrahl may institute 
suit to ascertain whether it has a just claim against the Gov
ernment. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I invite the attention of the Sena-
to.r from New York--

'.the PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah 
desire to have the report read at the desk? 

Mr. COPELAJ\TD. It is a long report, Mr. President, and I 
thought perhaps the brief explanation I have given might be. 
sufficient. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I call the attention of the Senator 
from New York to the fourth page of the report and to the 
language which is found 1n a letter from Mr. Roosevelt, Acting 
Secretary of the Navy, to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
8.P.ENcER], cha,irman of the Committee on Claims: 

The department is of opinion that Mr. Sonnenstrahl has received 
just c-0mpen,gatien for the beans comiuandeered, and as he has accepted 
payment of 100 per cent of the amount allowed there is some doubt 
that be has any further remedy at law. Inasmuch as he made protest 
as to the price allowed before payment and in view of the facts set out 
in tbe supply omcer's report above, it is recommended that the Court of 
Claims be authorized to bear and determine this claim as though only 
75 per cent had been paid. 

I call attention to the fact that Sonnenstrahl was :paid what 
the Secretary of the Navy said was a fair compensation, ac
cepted it, and gave a receipt in full. It would seem that ought 
to conclude him in morals as well as in law. 
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Mr. COPELAND. But the statement made by the Senator ts 
not correct. If the Senator will observe page 2 of the report 
he will find there a telegram which was sent by the commandant 
at Mare Island, Calif., to Sonnenstrahl, saying: 

In accordance with instructions from the Paymaster General, Navy 
Department, am settling tor commandeered beans at cost price plus 
reasonable profit, but in no case paying more than H cents per pound 
for Kintoki and 11~ cents per pound tor Kotenashi. Advise you ac
cept check. Submit your protest to tbe Paymaster General, Navy De
partment, Washington. 

The officer should have directed Sonnenstrahl to return the 
check in order that he might do this, but he advised him to ac
cept it, and therefore Sonnenstrahl in good faith did accept the 
check, with the understanding that he could make protest, 
which he did, and then later the Navy Department recognized 
the justice of his protest and offered him $472.66, which Sonnen
strahl said was inadequate, claiming that the proper amount 
was about $4,000. The purpose of the bill is a perfectly just 
one, being to permit the estate of Sonnenstrahl to institute suit 
to determine whether or not it has claim against the Govern
ment. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 

York yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. KING. I have the floor. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; the Senator from New 

York has the floor. 
Mr. COPELAND. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. KING. Mr. President, I have made no statement. I 

merely read what the Acting Secretary of the Navy said, and I 
read it again: 

The department is of the opinion that Mr. Sonnenstrahl has received 
just compensation for the beans commandeered, and as be bas accepted 
payment of 100 per cent of the amom;1t allowed there is some doubt 
that he has any further remedy at law. 

The PRESIDEN'l' pro tempore. The time of the Senator 
from New York has expired. 

Mr. KING. !\Ir. President--
The PRESIDEN'l' pro tempore. The Chair now recognizes 

the Senator from Utah. 
l\fr. KING. I have no knowled~e other than that which is 

contained in the report. 
l\Ir. COPELAND. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah 

yield to the Senator from New York? 
Mr. KING. I yield. 
Mr. COPELAND. :May I ask the Senator a question? 
Mr. KING. Yes. 
Mr. COPELAND. Why did not the Senator read the rest of 

the letter from the Acting Secretary of the Navy? 
Mr. KING. I read it all. 
Mr. COPELAND. In which he says that-
Inasmuch as be [Mr. Sonnenstrahl] made protest as to the pl'ice 

allowed before payment and in view of the facts set out in the supply 
officer's report above, it is recommended that the Court of Claims be 
authorized to bear and determine this claim as though only 75 per cent 
had been paid. · 

Mr. KING. I read that when I called attention to the letter, 
and the Senator has merely put into the RECORD a repetition of 
what I formerly read. The point I was emphasizing was, 
though, that the Acting Secretary of the Navy had stated that 
l\Ir. Sonnenstrahl had received just compensation and had 
accepted 100 per cent. 

I shall not object to the consideration of the bill, but it does 
seem as though the statement from the Acting Secretary of the 
Navy would justify the Senate in refusing to pass the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

The bill was reported tO' the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
OFFICERS IN CHARGE OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS IN DISTRICT 

OF COLUMBIA. 

The bill ( S. 1918) relative to officers in charge of public 
buildings and grounds in the District of Columbia was consid
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. McKELLAR obtained the floor. 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. President--
Mr. McKELLAR. When I was interrupted by the end of the 

five minutes--
Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I want to know what we are 

doing. Are we wo1;king on the calendar? 

Mr. KING. We are; and the Senator's bill has been taken up. 
Mr. WARREN. The bill that is before us--
Mr. McKELLAR. I have the floor, and I have not yielded to 

the Senator. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Sen

ate, and the Senator from Tennessee has the floor. 
Mr. WARREN. Very well. 

A. W. MELLON, SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Mr. McKELLAR resumed and concluded his &peech which 
ls, entire, as follows: ' 

Mr. President, on yesterday I submitted to the Senate section 
243 of the Revised Statutes of the United States which pro
hibits any man engaged in trade or commerce or 'in the ship
ping business from holding the office of Secretary of the Treas
ury, and pointed out that l\1r. Mellon had admitted he was 
engaged in both trade and commerce and in the shipping busi
ness, and that the Treasury Department had had large dealino-s 
with several of these companies. "" 

I have learned since that this is not the fh·st time this statute 
has been called to Secretary Mellon's attention. It was clone 
some two years ago on the floor of the Senate, and then disre-
garded by the Secretary. · 

I wish now to call the attention of the Senate to how differ
ently President Grant and Alexander T. Stewart, of New York 
acted in a similar case. Mr. Blaine, in his Twenty Years of 
Congress, volume 2, page 425, tells us that Alexander Stewart, 
the well-known merchant of New York, was named for Secre
tary of the Treasury in 1869. Says Mr. Blaine : 

The President w::is very anxious to have Mr. Stewart in his Cabinet, 
and was therefore surprised and chagrined to find, after be bad been 
nominated, that under the law he was not eligible to the office of 
Secretary ot the Treasury. In the act establishing the Treasury De
partment, passed at the first session of the First Congress under the 
Federal Government, it was provided that no person could be appointed 
Secretary, Assistant Secretary, comptroller, auditor, treasurer, or reg
ister who was "directly or indirectly concerned or interested in carry
ing on the business of trade or commerce." It was further provided 
that any person violating this act should be deemed guilty of a high 
misdemeanor, and, upon conviction, fined $3,000, removed from office, 
and forever thereafter rendered incapable of holding any office under 
the Government of the United States. General Grant frankly informed 
the Senate that be had ascertained Mr. Stewart's disability after the 
nomination, and suggested that "in view of these provisions of law, 
and the fact that Mr. Stewart had been unanimously confirmed by the 
Senate, he be exempted, by joint resolution of the two Houses of 
Congress, from the operation of the law." 

As soon as the President's message was read, Mr. She1·man, of 01 io, 
asked "unanimous consent to introduce a bill repealing so much of 
the act of September 2, 1789, as prohibits the Secretary of the Treas- . 
ury from being concerned in carrying o·n the business of trade or 
commerce, and providing instead that in no case shall he act on any 
matter, claim, or account in which he is personally interested." Mr. 
~umner objected to the introduction of the bill, suggesting that it 
ought to be " most profoundly copsidered before it is acted upon by 
the ~enate." These proceedings were on Saturday, March 6. On 
Monday Mr. Sherman did not call up the bill, it having been ascertained 
in private conferences that the Senate was unwilling to pass it. On 
Tuesday General Grant withdrew the request, Mr. Stewart resigned, 
and Hon. George S. Boutwell was nominated and confirmed as Secre
tary of the Treasury. 

Mr. President, the very purpose of the act of 1789 was to 
prevent just such a situation as now exists in regard to ·the 
office of Secretary of the Treasury. The fathers of our Re
public were very wise. They knew that it was better to avoid 
the appearance of evil, and the wisdom of this statute has never 
been questioned. When it came up in 1869, during Mr. Grant's 
administration, when he was one of the most popular men 
that ever lived in this country, even he, with all of his popu
larity, could not get the Senate of the United States to change 
that statute by a resolution which he suggested. It is almost 
incomprehensible that this Senate could have any different 
view about it, and it is just as incomprehensible how a Secre
tary of the Treasury would be willing to continue to serve 
in violation of this statute. It seems to me that the President 
of the United States should take action in reference to the 
situation as it now exists. He should follow the very wise 
and legal action of President Grant. The present Secretary 
should follow the very excellent ex~.mple of Mr. Stewart. 

When the matter was brought up before in the Senate, it 
was not known to what extent the personal business of the 
Secretary came in contact with the actions of the Treasury 
Department. Recent developments have shown that they come 
in very close and intimate contact with the Treasury Depart-
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ment, and that the Treasury Department has paid large sums 
in refunds to a company in whkh the Secretary is a large 
stockholder, and has made a tremendous abatement to another 
company in which the Secretary is a stockholder, the last 
company being a shipping company, brought particularly under 
the ban of the statute. Under these circumstances it would 
seem that the Secretary of the Treasury should resign. at once 
and not longer violate the plain terms of the statute. 

1\fr. President, in this connection I desire to quote another 
statute of the United States referring to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, among others. 

Section 3168 of the Revised Statutes of the United States pro
vides as follows: 

Any internal-revenue officer-

And surely the Secretary is one of the internal-revenue offi
cers-he is the principal internal-revenue officer-
who is or shall become interested, directly or indirectly, in the manu
facture of tobacco, snuff, or cigars, or in the production, rectification, 
or redistillation of distilled spirits, shall be dismissed from office ; and 
every officer who becomes so interested in any such manufacture or 
production, rectification, or redistillation, or in the production of fer
mented liquors, shall be fined not less than $500 nor more than $5,000. 

It appears that Secretary Mellon is interested in a distillery 
known in the records as the Overholt Distilling Co. That this 
company has had dealings with the Treasury Department is 
undisputed. Under this statute, also, Mr. Mellon is ineligible 
to remain as Secretary of the Treasury. 

1\fr. President, I desire to call attention to other business 
concerns in which the Secretary of the Treasury is interested. 

In the April, 1921, issue of Current Opinion there appeared 
an editorial written by Dr. Frank Crane, evidently inspired by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Mellon, who had been con
firmed by the Senate on the 4th of March. In the editorial, 
which carries a picture of l\1r. Mellon, and with which article 
we may assume he is familiar, there is this statement: 

The record of the personal activities of Secretary Mellon includes 
4 banks, of 1 of which he recently resigned the presidency to enter the 
Cabinet, 4 insurance companies, 7 educational and philanthropic insti
tutions, and 62 other corporations. Their products-oil, aluminum, 
railway cars, locomotives, steel, plate glaRs, radiators, carborundum, 
bolts and rivets, motor trucks, and 100 other things-go all over the 
world. 

Mr. President, there is doubtless none of these business 
activities of the Secretary of the Treasury that does not come 
dir~ctly in contact with the Treasury Department, over which 
the Secretary presides. It is in direct contravention of section 
243 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. It seems to 
me that the Secretary of tbe Treasury, having to deal officially 
with himself in bis prtrnte capacity almost constantly in the 
transaction of the business of the various corporations in which 
he is interested, looking at it from his own standpoint, ought 
not to be in the position constantly while acting as Secretary 
of the Treasury to be trying to do that thing which the Savior 
of mankind said nearly 2,000 years ago could not be done
that no man could serve two masters. It can not be done. The 
Secretary of the Treasury can not do it, and no other mortal 
man can do it. He must serve his. own interests or the public 
interest. The Secretary of the Treasury, in my judgment, is 
violating the plain and express provisions of these two plain 
statutes of the country and should resign. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator 
from Tennessee· has expired ..• 

located and that they were non est. Therefore they reduced 
the amount in that item down to 224,000 bales. They said that 
in the last item was 125,000 bales, estimated of what is known. 
as "city crop," but which did not add at ail to the pounds of 
cotton in the world, as the " city crop " was samples which had 
been .taken out of the bales of cotton; so they did away with 
practically 500,000 bales of this cotton. A few other little 
items were found, and that made up the little difference. t 
notice in the paper to-day, however, and read in one paper ot 
yesterday, three cotton letters-that is, letters from cotton 

·factors-and in every one of those letters they say that the 
committee reduced the amount from 579,000 bales by 224,000 
bales only, whereas the committee reduced it by 355,000 bales. 

Mr. President, the item of 125,000 bales, known as the city 
crop, is very confusing to the trade. That is samples taken 
out of the cotton which has already been ginned. The only way 
to get the true figures is to take the ginning figures and the 
import figures of cotton, and let these other little matters alone. 
I never have been satisfied with the city crop. As I said before 
it does not add a pound to the production, the actual quantity 
on hand. Not only that, but the number of bales, as estimated, 
is entirely too high. It is out of all reason. Taking 1 pound 
out of each bale of a 10,000,000-bale crop would make only 20,000 
bales; so 125,000 bales would be something like 6 pounds out 
of each bale. Many of us know that a great deal of the cotton 
is sold without being sampled at all. The first part of the sea
son it is all even-running grades, and often not sampled; but if a 
toll of 6 pounds is taken out of each bale to get the quality of 
the cotton, the producer must be robbed tremendously. That 
would be something like $1.80 a bale, at 30 cents a pound, to 
get the character of the cotton. So I am very much surprised 
at the misinformation thnt has gone out about this report, and 
I trust that the Secretary of Commerce will have it corrected. 

Mr. President, we hope to have accouµt taken of all the cot
ton on hand at an early date, and we should like also to have 
it graded. That would help the trade very much, indeed. Un
fortunately, the people who give out the figures of the quantity 
of cotton on hand will mix linters with actual cotton. Some 
time ago I took up the different reports and there were many 
bales of !inters added. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator 
from South Caro'ina has expired. 

OFFICERS IN CHARGE OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUND IN THE 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill ( S. 1918) relative to officers in charge of 
public buildings and grounlls in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WADS WORTH. Mr. President, I am not sure that my 
appeal will avail anything at all, but I do appeal to the Sena
tors who are here present to permit the Senate to proceed 
with this unanimous-consent calendar. If I may be pardoned 
the assertion, it is scarcely fair to the Senate as a body to 
discuss things which are not on the calendar at all. We have 
only until 2 o'clock. We have not had a calling of the calendar 
in a long time to accomplish anything; and I, for one, jn my 
humble way, venture to express the hope that the Senate will 
proceed to do some of the business which it has agreed to do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Sen
ate as in Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I am not satisfied with the bill 
that is before us without some explanation, and I shall be 
glad to have the Senator from Wyoming explain it. 

Mr. W All.REN. Is the Senator alluding now to Senate bill 
1918? 

COTTON STATISTICS. Mr. KING. I am referring to Senate bill 1918, which gives 
Mr. DIAL. Mr. President, for several months past the public $10,000 a year to an Army officer. 

has been very much dissatisfied with the reports of the Secre- 1\Ir. WARREN. It does not, as I will explain when I get 
tary of Commerce, through the Census Department, as to the an opportunity to explain it. 
quantity of cotton on band. 1\fr. KING. I am speaking of the bill, and the bill does. 

This matter was brought by the southern Senators to the Mr. WARREN. I have been waiting for two days to get 
attention of the Secretary of Commerce, and he appointed a the bill up, and make an explanation of it before the Senate. 
short time ago a most excellent committee to look into this Mr. President, the bill under discussion was reported favor
question and to correct the error, if error there was. This ably by the chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings 
committee completed its work the other day, and I fear perhaps and Grounds. He has been detained since that time by illness, 
its members rushed through their task a little too rapidly and and I may say that the bill now before the Senate is to be so 
took a little too narrow a view of the subject matter. Anyway, amended that it is almost an entirely different bill. When the 
we noticed the next day a great diversity of opinion as to what bill as it will be amended is read, I think there will be no 
the committee found. difficulty about securing its passage. 

The item that they had particularly in mind was 579,000 Mr. FLETCHER. Does the Senator now offer a substitute 
bales of cotton to balance distribution. They undertook to see for the bill? 
whether there was error in this amount; and if so, how much. Mr. WARREN. No; we simply propose to strike out certain 
They found that there were 355,000 bales that could not be , parts .of the bill. 

LXV-319 
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I wish to say that the bill would sitnply change the title 
and consolidate under one title duties performed by those in 
charge of various buildings. The duties have nn been placed 
under one officer, and economies have been effected by that 
means. This- is simply to legalize the placing of the work in 
the hands of one body. 

:Mr. FLETCHER. I understand the Senator proposes that 
we shall strike out sections 4 and 5 entirely. 

Mr. WARREN'. The proposal is to strike out sections 4 and 
5 aud a part of sections 2 and 3. 

Mr. FLETCHER. That is, the pro-vision in sections 2 and 3 
a.bout an officer of the United States .Army, and so forth. 

Mr. WARREN. Yes. 
Mr. FLETCHER. It merely chang~s the title of various 

offices? 
Mr. WARREN. It simply throws· them all under the one 

title. I will say to my friend, the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
KIN'o J, that there is nothing in this regarding any salary. The 
salary of the officer in charge will remain the same as it is now. 
On behalf of the committee I mo"te that the bill be amended, as 
follows: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
amendments. 

The READlNG CLERK. On page 2, line 2, it is proposed to strike 
out the comma and the words " and shall be an officer of the 
United States Corps of Engineers, assigned by the President"; 
on page 2, line 10, after the words "District of Columbia,•! to 
strike out the words " and shall b€ an officer of the United 
States Corps of Engineers, assigned by the President"; and on 
page 2 to strike out sections 4 and 5, in the following words : 

SEC. 4. The officer of the United States Corps of Engineers holding 
the two offices of Director of Public Buildings and Director of Public 
P&rks sball receive a compensation of $10,000 per year in lieu o! his 
'Army pay: Ptovided, That the excess compensation thus authorized over 
his Army pay shall be paid from any appropdations that may be made 
for expenditure under bis conttol as Director of Public Buildings and 
Director of Public Parks. 

SEC. 5. The assignment by the President ·of such officers of the 
United States Corps of Engineers as may be considered necessary by 
him to act as assistants to the Director of Public Buildings and the 
Director of Public Parks is hereby authorized. 

And on page 3 to renumber section 6 to be section 4, so as to 
make the bill read : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the commission known as the commission in 
charge of the State, War, and Navy Department buildings lllhall here
after be known as the commission in charge of public buildings in 
the District of Columbia.. 

SEC. 2. That the office of. the Superintendent State, War, and Navy 
Department buildings shall hereafter be known as the office of public 
buildings in the Dlstlict of Columbia, and the superintendent of the 
State, War, and Navy Department buildings shall hereafter be known 
as the director of pub11c buildings in the District of Columb111. 

SEC. 3. The office heretofore known as the office of public buildings 
and grounds shall hereafter be known as the director of public parks 
1n the District of Columbia, and the office1· in charge of public buildings 
and grounds shall hereafter be known as the director of public parks 
in the District of Columbia. 

SEC. 4. Nothing in tbis act shall be held to modify existing law 
with respect t-0 the assignment of space in the public buildings in the 
District of Columbia by the Public Buildings Commission. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
Ml'. KING. Mr. President, for the 11fe of me I can not 

understand the necessity for this legislation. I do not under
stand why it is necessary to have a commission known as the 
commission in charge of the State, War, and Navy Department 
buildings, and why there must be new legislation giving it 
the name of the commission in charge of public buildings in 
the District of Columbia. Of course, the State, War, and 
Navy Department buildings are important. Obviously there 
must be some one charged with the responsibility of caring 
for them. · Why there should be a commission for that purpose 
I am not quite able to determine, particularly if that commis
sion means a considerable number of Al·my officers or of 
civilians.. Although. the amendments have not been printed, 
and are rather ambiguous to me, as I understand the bill, we 
have the office of Superintendent of the State, War, an.a Navy 
Buildings, and that office shall hereafter be known as the 
office of public buildings in the District of Columbia. For fear 
that I 11ave not been accurate in my last statement, not hav
ing the amended bill before me, I repeat, having been given a 
copy of the amendrnent:ti, that section 2 provides that the office 
of the Superintendent of the State, 'Var, and Na~y Depart
ment buildillgs shall h~l'enfte- 1' be known as the office of pub· 

lice buildings in the District of Columhia, and the Superin
tendent of the State, War, and Navy Department buildings 
shall llereafter be known as the director of public buildings 
in the District of C'olumbia. 

First we have a commission in charge of these buildings--
1\fr. WARREN. No, Mr. President; the Senator is alluding 

to section 4. It is a matter of different officers serving as a 
group to allocate the space in the War, State, and Navy and 
other department buildings for the different rooms and offices 
for officials and employees of the sevetal departments. 

Mr. KING. That is, the first section provides for a commis
sion to be known as the commission in charge of the State, 
War, and Navy Department buildings, as I understand the 
Senator, which commission is established for the purpose of 
allocating space in the various departments, or to employees 
of the various instrumentalities of the departments. 

l\Ir. WARREN. No; it is to take care of what the superin
tendent of the building does ; that is, to have the general super
intendence, provide fuel, heat, light, and so forth, overlooking 
all those things. 

~fr. KING. Then. as I understand it, there is first a com
mission, which will have charge of the three buildings. 

Mr. W ARRIDN. Those duties are performed by the officer 
now, and are not changed. The commission is not a paid com
mission or one that will d1·aw upon the Treasury in any way. 

Mr. KING. Then, in addition to the commission, if the Sen
ator will pardon me, the office of superintendent of the same 
buildings, if it is not created, is renamed, so that it shall in 
the future be kno"''l.l as the office of public buildings in the 
District of Columbia. 

l\fr. WARREN. It is simply an accumulation of those duties 
which wete formel'ly performed by a superintendent. From 
time to time we have covered the performance of the duties 
provided for in various bills under the management of one 
man, as superintendent, and so forth, but it is very awkward 
that waJ, and when the t11ne comes for the reappointme:o.t 
of the officer there should be a name or title that would 
cover all. 

Mr. WADS WORTH. 1\fay I interrupt the Senator at that 
point? 

Mr. KING. I shall be glad to yield. 
Mr. WADS WORTH. As the Senator from Wyoming has 

said, this is perfectly simple. There is nothing new created 
by the bill. 

Mr. KING. The Senator refers to the bill as amended? 
Mr. W ADSWOUTH. Yes; as amended. The office of the 

superintendent of the State, War, and Navy Department 
buildings is now an office under the Government, filled by 
Colonel Sherrill. There is also under the Government an office 
known as that of Public Buildings and Grounds, and that 
office is headed by Colonel Sherrill to-day. Those offices have 
been merged under one person, but the names have never been 
changed, in order to make them comply with the objects of 
the two offices themselves. The commission in charge of the 
State, War, and Navy Department buildings is the commission 
of which the senior Senator from Utah [Mr. SMOOT] is the 
chairman, and of which Colonel Sherrill is ex officio one mem
ber, whose province it is to allocate office space for all depart
ments here in Washington. This bill simply gives it a more 
appropriate name, " commission in charge of public buildings 
in the District of Columbia," instead of "commission in charge 
of the State, War, and Navy Department buildings." 

Mr. KING. l\fay I ask the Senator why section 4 was orig
inally proposed? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator 
has expired. 

l\fr. KING. May I ask the Senator from New York in his 
time why the provision of section 4 >vas projected, with a 
salary of $10,000 a year? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not know why, as I am not a 
member of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds ; 1 

but as soon as it appeared I objected to it, among others. It! 
was never asked for by the department, so far as 1 know. It~ 
was the idea of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds that an officer who had jurisdiction over 6,000,000 
square feet of office space, probably the largest job of its 
kind in the world, should have a salary of $10,000. I think 
it is a mistake to give an Army officer a salary higher than 
that of his grade. 

l\lr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I want to be fair to Colonel 
Sherrill, and I desire to state that after this bill was intro
du<.!ed Colonel Sherrill came to my office ancl called my atten
tion to the per diem allowance under the bill and said to me, 
" Senato1• SMOOT, that is an Jncrense in my compensation. I 
want you to know I hav-e not askf'd for it." The Senntor from 
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New York has stated the case exactly as the bill provides, 
with section 4 stricken out and with the other amendments 
which ha ve been agreed to. '!'here is nothing in the bill to 
change the existing conditions excev.t as to the title of Colonel 
Sherrill or any other man who may hold that position. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS PASSED OVER. 

The bill (S. 55) making an appropriation to pay the State 
of Massachusetts for expenses incurred and paid, at the re
quest of the President, in protecting the harbors and fortifying 
the coast during the Civil War, in accordance with the find
ings 6f the Court of Claims and Senate Report No. 764, Sixty
sixth Congress, third session, was announced as next in order. 

l\fr. DIAL. Let that go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (S. 1181) naming the seat of Government of the 

United States was announced as next in order. 
Mr. SMOOT. There is no report accompanying the bill. 

Let it go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

STEAMBOAT INSPECTION SERVICE. 

The bill ( S. 1718) to amend section 4404 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States as amended by the act approved 
July 2, 1918, placing the supervising inspectors of the Steam
boat Inspection Service under the classified civil service, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That section 4404 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, as amended by the act of Congress approved July 2, 
1918, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows : 

" SEC. 4404. The positions of supervising inspector in the Steamboat 
Inspection Service . are hereby placed under and included in the cla.ssj
fied civil service. There shall be 10 supervising inspectors, who shall 
be appointed by the Secretary of Commerce, in accordance with and 
under the provisions of the act of January 16, 1883, known as the 
civil service act. Each supervising inspector shall be entitled to a 
salary of $3,450 a year and his actual necessary traveling expenses 
while traveling on official business assigned him by competent au
thority, together with his actual and reasonable expenses for transpor
tation of instruments, which shall be certified and sworn to under 
such instructions as shall be given by the Secretary of Con:imerce." 

SEC. 2. That this act shall be effective on and after the date of its 
approval. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, this bill was 
read when it was reached on the- calendar before and was 
considerably discussed. It went over at the request of the 
junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED]. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania advised me yesterday that the bill was 
satisfactorily explained to him and that he has no objection 
to it; so I hope it may be passed without objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

TAXATION IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA •. 

The bill ( S. 1786) to amend sections 5, 6, and 7 of the act 
of Congress making appropriations to provide for the ex
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, approved July 1, 1902, .and 
for other purposes, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. May I inquire of the Senator from Washing
ton if he •llinks this bill should be taken up under the five
minute rule? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It is largely an administrative 
proposition. It is rather a long bill, but the provisions really 
relate to administrative features of the government of the 
District of Columbia, and it is urged by the commissioners as 
making it easier to administer the law. 

1\Ir. KING. If the Senator has examined the bill--
Mr. JONES of Washington. We did examine it quite care

fully. There are several provisions in it which are really 
restatements of existing law and they are simply to enable 
the commissioners better to administer the law. One provision 
authorizes the commissioners to assess buildings which have 
been constructed, and there are one or two other items, one 
putting a tax on dancing instructors. 

Mr. KING. Are there any increases of salary or increases 
in the number of employees provided for? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. No. The number of assessors 
is increased by one, but we have been carrying the additional 
assessor in appropriation bills heretofore. 

Mr. KING. The position is made permanent by this bill? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes; we really make it perma

nent. 
Mr. KING. If the Senator thinks the legislation is wise
Mr. JONES of Washington. The committee went into it 

pretty carefully, and we thought it was not only wise but 
urgent. 

Mr. KING. Let the bill be read in full so that we may have 
time to look over it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read 
the bill. 

The bill was read. 
Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I understand we are working 

under a unanimous-consent agreement, which gives only five 
minutes for the discussion of a bill. Is that correct? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unanimous-consent 
agreement modifies Rule VIII only in this respect, that a 
Senator is not permitted to move to take up a bill on the cal
endar upon objection being made to its consideration. Other
wise, Rule VIII is in full force. 

l\Ir. McNARY. I understand the limitation of five minutes 
obtains, however, under Rule VIII. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a limitation of five 
minutes. 

Mr. McNARY. In view of that fact, I think the bill is too 
comprehensive and covers too many important matters in
volving the welfare of the District to be considered under the 
five-minute rule. I shall therefore object to its consideration 
at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the 
bill will ~e passed over. 

AMENDMENT OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE ACT. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I do not care to interrupt the 
ordinary consideration of the calendar, but I want to ask 
unanimous consent to take up out of the regular order Calen
dar No. 302, the bill (S. 2704) to amend paragraph (3), section 
16, of the interstate commerce act. I do not think it will lead 
to any discussion. I would not ask it if it were not so urgent, 
and we may not reach it in the regular routine call to-day. It 
is toward the end of the calendar. 

The bill provides for the equalization of time between the 
claims of shippers and the claims of railroads. It has been 
recommended by the Interstate Commerce Commission and no 
objection has been offered by the railroad companies; in fact, 
the files show that the railroad companies have desired to pay 
the claims where they were worthy, but under the decision of 
the Supreme Court in the Wolf case they are debarred from 
paying them after the statute of limitations has run. 

I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be considered, 
because it is a matter of such urgent importance. I do not 
think it will lead to any discussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South 
Carolina asks unanimous consent that Senate bill 2704 be now 
taken up for consideration. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I think we had better proceed 
with the calendar in the regular order. After 2 o'clock I think 
the Senator will probably be able to have the bill considered. 

Mr. SMITH. I think the time we have already consumed 
would have enabled us to pass the bill, because there was no 
objection from the shippers and no objection from the rail
roads and none from the Interstate Commerce Commission. I 
was afraid that other business might intervene. This is a 
matter of some importance, and it could be passed in a moment 
unless an explanation of it was desired. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. There are several quite im
portant measures on the calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. I object. I do so because of 

the unanimous-consent agreement. It is not that I oppose 
the bill at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. The 
next bill on the calendar will be reported. 

VETERANS' BUREAU HOSPITAL AT COR!'US CHRISTI, TEX. 

The bill ( S. 2100) authorizing the sale of the United States 
Veterans' Bureau Hospital at Corpus Christi, Tex., was an
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, there is no re
port on the bill. There has not been a report in each of the 
other five or six cases where such bills have been reached on 
the calendar. Each time the bill has been postponed for that 
reason. I am not a member of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, but I have investigated the matter 
and I am told by representatives of the Veterans' Bureau 
that the hospital has never been built, that it is idle land, 
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and that it ought to be sold because there is no p:ro~ect of a The history of this officer is unique. He entered the Military 
hospital ·building being erected on that ioc:atlon. It ougbt . .Academy in Ju1y, l.'883, graduated in June, 1887, and was commis-
to be sold and the money turned into the Treasury. •stoned, serv'ing as a second 'lieutenant of Infantry untfl December 15, 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill go over. 1 
1887, when be resigned. In December, 1889, he was rea..ppointe~ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over~ 'Was commissioned in January, 1890, and served until June 6, 1894, 
'When he was retil'ed far disabflity. His circumstances are best de-
1scribed in a letter written by him to the chairman of your committee 

an- ·under date of May 17, 1922, which is as 'follows: 

.BILLS PASSED OVEB. 

The bill ( S. 799) for the relief of F. A. Maron was 
nounced ·as ,next in order. 

1\lr. KING. Let the bill go over. 1 

T·he PRESIDENT pro tempol'e~ The b-ill will be passed 
over. 

The bill ( S. 33) making eligible for retirement under certain 
oo.nditio:ns .. o.ffic.-ers of the Army .of the United States, other 
tltan officers of the Regular Army, who mcw~red ·physical dis
ability in line of duty whffie in t1he service of .the United States 
during the World War, was announced as next in order. 

l\1r. KING. Let i:be bill -go ov-er. 
The PRESIDElNT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 

over. 
The bill ( S. 966) for the continuance ,of construction work 

on the San Carlos Federal irrigation ,project in Ariz<ma, and 
for other purposes, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Let the bill ,go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

AMBR0:-:1r, [. MORIIA'R!'l'Y. 

The bill (S. 2090) to provide ;for the advancement o.n the 
retired 'list of the Regular Army of "Second Lieut. Ambrose I. 
Moriarity was announced a-s next in order, and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed its consideratio:o. .. 

The PRESIDJlJNT pro tempore. On a former occasion tbe 
bill was considered and the amendments of the committee 
were agreed to .as in Comruitt-ee of the Whole. If there be 
n-o further amendments as in Oommittee of the Whole, the 
bW will be 1reported ;to the Senate, 

'l'he bill was :reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
ameodments w.e1-.e .concurred io. 

The bill was i0rdered to be e.og~ossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 1 

~Ir. BRANDEGEE. Ia cooneetion w.ith the bill ju&-t passed 
I should like to have printed d.n t.he RECORD the ueport of the 
committee. 

Tue PBESIDENT pr-o tempore. Without objection it is so 
ordered. 

Tll.e report submitted. by l\Ir. BRUCE Febmary 9, 1924, is a~ 
follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was refet-red the bill 
(,'. 2090) to provide for the advancement on the retired Ust of the 
Regular Army of Second L1.eut. Ambrose I. M-0riarity, having con
sidered the same, report thereon favorably with the recommendation 
tnat the bill do pass with the following amendments: 

In line 4 strike out the word •• Cong.t•ess.. and 'insert the word 
"Senate." 

!n line 5 strike out the name "Moriarity" ·and insert "!lfo1·iarty." 
In line 7 after the word 1'Army" strike <mt the period and inset·t 

a comma and the following : " with retired pay from the date -of said 
appointment, as now prescribed by 1aw for a major ot his length ot 
service retired prior to July 1, 1922." 

Amend the title to read as follows: "A bin t-0 provide for the ·ad
vancement on the retired list of the Regular Army of Second Lieut. 
Ambrose I. M:oriarty." 

The purpose or the first two amendments ls obvious. 'l'he first pro
vides that the Senate, instead of the Congress, shall confirm the 
appointment, which is in accord with th~ iaw, and the second and 
last amendments correct the spelling of Moriarty's name. The third 
amendment is to make dear the intent of the Congress as to the pay 
Moriarty is to receive under the prnvisions of the bill. It iB -estimated 
that under the provisions of this measure he would" receive approxi
mately $24.0 per month. 

A somewhat similar bill was passed by the Senate during the last 
Congress and reported favorably to the House. The facts in the 
case are c~ntained in the report on that bill ( S. 2750, 67t'h Cong.), 
which is inserted herein in part as follows : 

[Senate Report No. 840, Sixty-seventh Congress.] 
While it has for some time been the policy of the War Department 

to withhold approval from proposed legislation to advance officers on 
the retired list, this case is so unusual and so ·meritorious the Secre
tary of War has indicated his approval of the proposal, stating in a 
letter of December 1, 1921, to t:be chairman of the committee that, 
" While in general the War !Department does not favor legislation 
si11gling out an individual for preferential treatment, in view of the 
special circumstances in this case favorable report by your committee 
and the enactment of the bill in reference are recommended.". · 

Hon. JAMES WADSWORTH, 

STATJO.N HO.SPITAL, 

Fort Banks, Mass., May 11, 1922. 

Chairman .Sena·tc Oomm•ittee on Military Affairs, 
Washingt1m, D. 0. 

DEAR Sm: Your committee has before it Senate bill No. 2750, 
which was introduced N0-vember 16, 1921, by Senator BRANDEGl!lE. 

Tb.is bill, which gives me the rank of major on the retired list 
of the Army, has the appr.ovn.l of the Secretary of War. It was 
presented to Congress in order to help me financially. 

I have been helpless and cared 'for by an attendant for the past 
21 years, bearing all the expense incident to my condition myself, 
until my resources a-re about exhausted an4 my only income is my 
retired pay as a second Ueutennmt of Infantry. The disease 
which has brought me to this condition is called arthritis de
for-mans, :every joint bei-ng affected, even my jaws, and all of them 
being virtually :.fi.!Ced. 

'lib.is conditio.n was brought about by exposure while on active 
service in the West a.nd .So.u.thwest. 

I was with the troops that were sent to Ilighwood, near Chi
cago, in 1887, in ord~r to be o.f assistance in case they were needed, 
at the hanging of t)le Haymarket riotees on November 11 ot that 
year, and spent part of that bitter winter in camp on the shores 
of Lake Michigan. That was the starting point of my disability, 
and subsequent exposure in .Arizona and New Mexico increased 
it until 'my retirement became necessary. 

So great has become the expense of living and being properly 
cared for that my retired pay is no longer adequate and I have 
been compelled to give up my home and take refuge in the hospital 
at this post, where I am receiving no medical treatment, as my 
case is hopeless. I pay my nurse her wages, as I have done for the 
past 21 years, and I also pay her board and my own in the hospital. 

Under the war risk insurance act a soldier who is in my con
dition would draw $277.50 monthly as compensation and insur
ance. This is more than twice the amount which I receive as 
retired pay, and his annual income would be about $400 more 
than this bill will give me when passed. 

Patients are not expected to remain permanently in post hos
pitals, and I respectfully ask you if your committee will .not re
port my bill favorably at this session, so that I may again be 
allowed to live comfortably outside tlhe walls of a hospital. 

You may obtain a slight idea ot my oondition from the photo
graphs I am inc.losing. 

Very respectfully, 
AMBROSE I. MORI.utTY, 

&econd Lieutenant, Vnit€d Sta.tcs At·mv, Rc-tilred. 
Brig. Gen. !\Iark L. Hersey and Brig. Gen. Edgar Russel, both 

classmates at West Point of Dieutenant Moriarty, describe the case 
in letters, which are appended herewith as explanatory of it : 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 

HeaBquarters, Oamp DevenB, Mass., M'Gl!J 2"1, 1.921. 
Hon. F'aANK B. BRANPEG'llllll, 

United fitates Senate, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR SENA'J.'OR BRANDOOElll: Recently I called Oil a classmate ot 

mine in Putnam, Conn., Second Lieut. A. I. Moriarty. His case 
is one of tbe most pa.thetic tha.t I hav.e ever known and one most 
w-0rthy of relief on the part of the United States. 

Moxiarty is a victim of arthritis deformans, contr:.eted on the 
bleak shores of Lake Michigan in the winters of fae late eighties 
preceding the 'hanging of tb-0se ana.rchists in Chicago. This 
camp was on the spot where Fort Sheridan now stands, was a 
canl\TSB affair, and the exP<>sure to which Moriarty was then sub
jected was t!.he direct cause of all of his sufferings in later years. 
His joints have all grown together. He has hardly been able 
to move a muscle tor 15 years. He can not even chew, and his 
-speech is necessarily impaired as that of a man with set jaws. 

He has lborne his sufferings with heroism second to nothing I 
have ever seen on the battle fields of Spanish America., Europe, o-r 
Asia. I know of no man who has stood up to his burden so 
uncomplainingly for such a long period as Moriarty. His con
dition is such that •he has had to have a trained nurse now f<>r 
more than 15 years. Tbis in itself has more than exha·ustecl 
bis stipend from the GO'Vernment and be has now practically 
exhausted the modest patrimony left •him by his father. His case 
is one absolutely without parallel in the United States Army so 

• 
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far as helplessness· and ab~olutely necessary expenditure is con
cerned. lie should be properly cared for by the United ·States. 
It can not be done on his retired pay as second lieutenant. Here 
is the remedy that I am suggesting and with reasonable prece
dents therefor: That •he be given the same grade on th~ retired 
list that others of his same length of active service are now 
·receiving at this time. I think this wonld mean a majority for 
him, as he had five or six years' active service before he was 
placed on the retired list; that is, five or six years' active service 
with the colors, not counting his cadet service. Men from the 
academy in these days with his same length of service have, 
many have, reached their majority; all certainly their captaincy. 
The pay of a major or even a captain would, I think, see him 
through. 

I am presenting for your consideration the case of this very 
wonderful officer whose noble bearing of bis sufferings from disease 
contracted in line of duty has not been equaled, I believe, in all 
the history of the Army. A very able and gallant soldier in 
the days of his youth W'ho forfeited his health in the service 
of his country. Owing to his absolute helplessness and necessity 
for a nurse all the time, his retb:ed pay is not sufficient for bis 
absolutely necessary expenses by something like $1,100 a year. 
I know the details of his expenditures and s!fy this with assur
ance. Just for a litle personal item: He has not afforded himself 
any new outer garments in five years. 

I bespeak your high power as United States Senator from Con
necticut in the introduction of a bill to Congress recommissioning 
him on the retired list with the grade of officers of bis lengtil 
of active service now attain in tbe same period that he bas to 
his credit. 

Very sincerely .yours, 
MARK L. HER.SEY, 

Brigadier General, United StMes A.rnvy, Commanding. 

Hon. FnANK B. BHANDEGEE, 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 

Washington, July :26, 19~. 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR SE:XATOR BRANDEGEE : Regarding the case of Second 
Lieut. Ambrose I. Moriarty, United States Army, retired, I regret 
that my Army duties will require my departure at once, and I 
shall not be able to acc<>mpany you to the hearing on his case, 
as you suggested in the interview July 26. I am glad, however, 
to present in writing to you and the committee some facts and 
observations regarding Lieutenant Moriarty. 

He and I were classmates in the class of 1887, United States 
Military .Academy, and I have known him intimately. His active 
care€r in the Army was cut short by his retirement for disability 
in 1894, due to exposure in camp, which resulted in rheumatic 
trouble that has gradually rendered h.im hf).pless. I understand 
that for over 20 years he bas required the services of a special 
nurse. When I visited him about 10 days ago, I found him in an 
invalid's chair, with every jo.int rigid, unable to move even hand 
or foot, and requiring the constant attention of a special nurse. 
It need not be said that his retired pay ($137.50 per month) is 
entirely inadequate to support him and pay for the unremittent 
and skillfu1 nursing his case requires. He bas been obliged to 
add to his p.ay some slender p·rivate reS<>uuces, but these are now 
exhausted, and he faces a. most serious situation. 

He has asked that he "'~ promoted on the retired list to major, 
which, it appears, would make bis retired pay $225 per month. If 
Lieutenant Moriarty had not been stricken with this disease as a 
direct result of his performance of duty, be would now be at least 
a colonel. IIis complete disability is as much the result of his 
devoted performance of his duties as that of the s-0ldier receiving 
a disability would at the front, for which generous provision is 
now made. 

Lieutenant Moriarty was noted as a cadet for his conscientious 
performance of his duty. As an officer he showed a zeal and 
patriotism which was marked. Lying helpless as he is now, bis 
mind is bright, and his patience and unfailing cheerfulness are 
sources of inspiration to all who see him. 

His case is decidedly exceptional and most deserving, and I 
deem it a privilege to do what I can to assist in its favorable 
consideration. 

1 Sincerely yours, EDGAR RussEt,, 
Brigadier General, United States Army. 

BILLS PASSED OVER. 

The joint resolution ( S. J. Res. 46) for the relief of Cu pt. 
Ramon B. Harrison was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Let the joint resolution go over. 
The PRESIDEN'.r pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 

passed over. 

The bill ( S. 1014) for the relief of F. J. Belcher, jr., trustee 
tor Ed Fletcher, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Let it go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (S. 1932) to change the name of Thirty-seventh 

Street, between Chevy Chase Circle and Reno Road, was an-
nounced as next in order. . 

Mr. KING. Let the bill go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 
The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 60) to stimulate crop produc· 

tion in the United States was announced as next in order. 
Mr. KING. Let that go over. We can not consider it in the 

limited time now at our disposal. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 

passed over. 
ALASKA STEAMSHIP CO. 

The bill (S. 732) for the relief of the Alaska Steamship Co. 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims 
with an amendment, on page 1, line 4, after the word " pay," 
to insert the words "out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated," and in line 7 to strike out " $9,024.27 " 
and insert "$5,974.27," so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Trensury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other
wise appropriated, to the Alaska Steamship Co., a corpora ti on organ
ized and existing under th~ laws of the State of Nevada, the sum of 
$5,974.27, in payment -Of the balance due said company for services 
rendered at the request of the United States deputy collector of cus
toms at Unalaska, .Alaska, and in pursuance of an agreement with him 
for the transportation and care of 193 survivors of the wreck of the 
American ship Oolmnbia near Scotch Cap Lighthouse, Alaska, in May, 
1909. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 

from WasMngton [Mr. JONES] to explain the bill. 
Mr. .JONES of Washington. Briefly, the facts are these: 

There was a vessel 'Wrecked at Arch Point, Alaska, in Alaskan 
waters. The deputy collector of customs had the boat Dora, 
owned by this company, go out to get the shipwrecked people. 
There were 193 of them. Under the law a collector or deputy 
collector has a right to contract for the transportation and care 
of seamen. He made a contract with the captain of this vessel 
to transport the 103 persons, whom he described as seamen, to 
Seward and for their subsistence there until a boat could be 
obtained to go on to Seattle. 

The boat actually transported them, but it was found when 
they got to Seward that only 71 of them were seamen. The 
others were employees of another company, but they had actu
ally been transported. Legally and from a technical legal stand
point they had no right to pay the owner of the boat for the 
transportation of the other persons. That is really the situation 
the bill is intended to relieve. In equity it was th-0ught, as the 
steamship company had actually transported these people under 
contract with the deputy collector · and bad met them at Seward 
at an expense of $240, that that sum should be paid; and that is 
the purpose of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Sen.ate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred• in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS AND RESOLUTI-ON PASSED OVI!JR. 

The bill ( S. 1013) for the relief of Gordon G. MacDonald 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Let that bill go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill .( S. 703) making an adjustment of certain accounts 

between the United States and the District of Columbia was 
ann-0unced as next in order. 

The reading clerk proceeded to read the biII. 
l\Ir. OVERMAN. Mr. President, that is a pretty important 

bill, and I object to its consideration at this time. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 

over. 
The resolution ( S. Res. 124) directing the Interstate Com

merce Commission to secure information relative to amount of 
money expended for the purpose of creating public interest 
favorable to railroad sentiment was announced as next in 
order. 

l\fr. REED of Pennsylvania. Let that reso1ution go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be 

passed over. 
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'l'he bill ( S. 1499) to promote tlie safety of passengers and 
employees upon railroads by prohibiting the use of wooden 
ca r:.; under certain circumstances was announced as next in 
order. 

~Ir. F LETCHER. I ask that that bill go over, the Senator 
from l\laryland having requested that that action be taken. 

Tile PHFJSIDENT pro ten:ivore. The bill will be passed 
OYe1·. 

'J' he bill ( 8. 185) to promote agricultUl'e by stabilizing the 
prkP of \Vlleat was announced as next in order. 

l\lr. OVERl\IA N. Let that bill go over. 
'l'l:e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 

O\'el'. 
COMPEXS_-\TIO~ OF WARlU.NT Q}' FICEns .\ND ENLISTED ll[EN, ETC. 

Tile bill ( S. 2401) providing for the compensation of re
tire<1 '"arrant officers and enlisted men of the Army, Navy, 
au<l Mal'iue Corps, or ~my other senice or department created 
by or under the jurisdiction of the United States Government, 
and warrant offieen; and enlisted men of the Reserve Corps of 
the ~\.rrny and Navy was announced as next in order. 

l\lr. IU~G. Let that bill go oYer. 
. Mr. J,jDGE. l\lr. President, if the Senator from Utah will 

witll<lrnw lli:s objection for a moment, I desire to say a few 
wonls about the bill. I can not conceive that thei•e can be 
any oppositioll to it. The bill was introduced by me for the 
purpo::-e of st1·aightening out mil:mnderstanding on the Panama 
Canul Zone. The bm has been recommended by the Secretary 
of War aml has IJeen reported by the Committee on Military 
Affairs without the Rlightest objection. 

'.:.Hr. KIN"G. I will withhold my objection until I sl1all have 
ltearl1 tlJe Senator's explanation of the bill. 

:'.\fr. EDGE. The purpose of the bill is to permit retired en
JiMted men and warrant officers in any branch of the service 
t o i·t--tain their retired pa,,- wlleu working in other employment 
on the Panama Uanal Zone. I understnud it has been the 
custom do\vn there, so far as poi:;sible, to employ retired en
listeu men and warrant officers in various governmental activi
ties. Those me,i1 haYe always heretofore drawn the pay to 
whi<.:lt they were entitled on account of their service in the 
Arruy and, in addition, whateYer remuneration the Canal Zone 
go,·ernment provided for them. The question, however, has 
arisen whether, under a strict interpretatiou of the Panama 
Canal Zone act as set forth in tile revo1t, this can legally be 
done. This bill simply straightens out that situation so that 
those men may receive the money which they have earned 
through their se1·vice and still be paid the salary allowed them 
bv t lie Panama Canal Zone authorities. That is all the bill 
pi·opo:3es to do. 

Mr. KING. I still insist on my objection, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. '.l'he hill will be passed over. 

BILLS PASSED ov~:n. 

'I'J1e bill (S. 2168) for the relief of David C. Van Voorhis was 
announced as next in order. 

l\lr. KING. Let the bill go over. 
The PRESIDEN'r pro tempore. Tlle bill will be passed over. 
The bill ( S. 746) providing for the development of hydro-

electric energ.r at Great li'alls was announced as next in order. 
~fr. REED of Penns.rh·ania. Let that bill go over. 
The PHESIDEN'l' pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

CO:MMBRCIAL PACIFIC C.\BT,E CO. 

Tl1e bill ( S. 709) for the relief of the Commercial Pacific 
Cal1le Co. was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Let that bill be passed over. 
~Ir. WADSWORTH. i\1r. President, will the Senator from 

Utuh withhold his objection for just a moment? 
1\rr. KING. Yes. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. If there was ever a case where the 

Government owed a citizen or group of citizens money, this is 
one. Certain cables, as Senators know, center at the Island 
of Guam. A vessel of the United States Navy in attempting 
to do some salvage work dragged its anclior across the com
mercial cable, which is owned by the Commercial Pacific Cable 
Co., and destroyed it so far as its being able to render any 
sen·ice was concerned. The cable company had to bring a 
cabll:' ship from a Chinese port to Guam in order to repair the 
cahle. The incident was im-estigated by the Navy Depart
ment, and the Navy Department admitted that its own per
ROnnel , through this ac<'ident, had irn11osed this expense upon 
the cable company. The amounts have all been audited and 
carefully examined, nnd the ~avy Department eertifies that, 
in it~ jndgruent. the Govermuent should pay the cable com
pa ny the sum proposed to be appropriated. 

Then the bill covers a second instance of the i;;a.me character, 
there being two incidents covered by this bill. In restoring- a 
buoy to position at Guam a group of naval perf':Olln<'l under 
the command of an officer dropped a very hea.vy buoy 1rnchor. 
composed of a heffvy block of cement, thinking they were 
doing so ln a place where the cable -,.;·onlcl not he lnjmed. 
Unfortunately, they dropped it directly on the cnhle, smashed 
the insulation, exposed the wires, and <leBtroyed all rn<'nns 
of communication between the United States nnd Gunm. The 
cable company was compelled to bring a cnhle ship from Hono
lulu to Guam, something like 2,000 miles, to repafr the cnble. 
That item of expenditure wn~ carefully nu<lite<l flll(l 0xamined 
by the Navy Department, and the Navy Department a<lmits 
that men under it did thi~ damage and thnt tlw eompnn.r 
should be l'eimbursecl. 'l'ltnt is the bill. 

Mr. KING. Will the Senator permit an Iru1uirr '? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Yei::. 
Mr. KING. Does the Senator think that there ou~ht to be n 

direct aprn·opriation or that we ought to authorize the ~uhrnis
sion of the matter to the Court of Claims? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I think, when nll the faC't~ nrc> :111-
mitted by everybody who has ever looked into the matter. tliat 
we might just as well pay our debts . 

1\Ir. FLE'I'CHER Do I unclerstand tllnt the ~eC'oncl p1·1n-i
sion of the bill is intended to take the pln<.:e of another hill that 
covered that item? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. The second lH'OYiSion of the hill 
was in a separate bill at one time and paRsed the S<'nate. 

1\1r. CARA WAY. Mr. Pl'esident, the Sen:=itor from "Ctnh 
assures me that he withdraws his objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ls tlu>re ohjec: tion to tll<' 
present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate. as in <'ommittee or th<' 
Whole, proceeded to con~ider the bill, whi<'lt ha<1 h0t>n rcportP<1 
from the Committee on Olaim8 with amendments ou pnge 1. line 
5, after the word "company," to insert "out of an~- moue~· in 
the Treasury not otllcrwise appropriated"; nnd on line 10. nftPr 
the date "March 21. 1!)23," to insert "The Secretary of tlte 
Treasury is also authorized and directed to pay to the Com
mercial Pacific Cable Co., out of any money in the Tren:-:urr JJOt 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $30,400.38 to reimhurfo\e said 

·company for the cost of repniring certain damage:-,: don<> br the 
Unitecl States naval authorities to one of said company's cables 
in the harbor of San Luis d'Apra, island of Guam. in 8c:>ptc:>m
ber, 1907, as reported to Cong1·ess in Senate Docum0nt No. 88. 
Sixty-fourth Congress, first session," so as to make the bill reacl: 

Be it enaoted, etc., That the Secretary of the 'l'l·easury be. and he i:'l 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to the Commerc·ial Padfic Cable 
Co., out of any money in the Treasury not othnwise oppl'Opriated, the 
&um of $16,109.94 to reimburse i::uid company for the cost of repairing 
certain uamages done by the United States naval authoritie:,; to one of 
said company's cables in the baroor of San Luis d'Apra. i.slan1l of Gmim, 
on March 21, 1923. The Secretary of the Treasury is also a uthol'iZC'<l 
and directed to pay to thr Commercial Pnciftc ('able Co., out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise approprin ted, the sum of $30.-
490.38 to reimburse said company for the cost of r<>J)fliring crrtain 
damage;;; done by the United States naval nuthorities to one of i::aid 
company's cables in the harbor of San Luis d'Apra, island of Gunm, in 
September, 1907, as rPported to Congress in Senate Document No. 88, 
Sixty-fourth Congress, first sessi<>n. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as nmeucled. and the 

amendment. were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reat1ing, 

read the third time, and passed. 

WILUAM ;J, EWING. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con
sider the bill ( S. 964) for the relief of William J. Ewing. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims 
with tlll amendment on page 1, line 6, after tlie worcls " sum of," 
to strike out "$2,000" and insert " $1,560," so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That thr Secretary of the Trensury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of a11y money in the 'l'reas· 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to William J. Ewing, or his legal n•pre
:sentattves, the sum of $1,560, as full compensatiirn for permanent 
injuries received by th<.' said Ewing on the 18th d11y of Drc<.'mber, 1901, 
at San Ft·anciRco. Calif., wbilt> in the performance of bis duti<.'S as nu 
employee of the United States Life Saving St>rvic0. 

The amendment was agt·eed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendment wns concurred in. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for .a third .reading, 
read the third 'time, and passed. 

BILLS PASSED OVER. 

The bill ( S. 2357) for the relief of the Pacific Commissary 
Oo. was announced as next in order. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I ask that that bill may go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill ( S. 2012) declaring an emergency in respect of cer-

tain agricultural commodities, to promote equality between 
agricultural commodities and other commodities, and for •Other 
purposes, was aunounced as next in order. 

l\Jr. McNA.RY. I ask that that ·bill may go over. 
l:rhe PRESIDE.i.~T pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

THE :MILITARY ESfrAilDISHMENT. 

The bill ( S. 1974') providing for sundry matters affecting the 
Military Establishment, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. OVERMA.N. Does the Senator from New York desire 
that bill to be passed ·during the consideration of the calendar 
under the five-minute rule? 

Mr. WAD SW ORTH. It is just as the Senate desires. 
Mr. OVERMAN. I apprehend the bill will involve discussion; 

it is a long bill. 
'.Mr. W ADSWORTFI. It is quite a long bill, and contains a 

consW.erable number of unrelated subjects, each one of ·which 
by itself is of slight importance, 1but in the aggregate they are 
important. 

l\Ir. MoKELLAR. There is just one item in the bill about 
which I have received a letter, and I should like to look into 
it. I do not wish to delay it, but if the Senator will permit 
the bill to go over I think I shall have no objection to its con
sideration the next time it ls called. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Very well, Mr. President, let the bill go 
OYer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will .be passed over. 
REVENUE FROM PRIBILOF lSJ,:A:NDS, ALASKA. 

The bill ( S. 2122) to create a Pribilof Islands fund and to 
'provide for the disposition of surplus revenue from the Pribilof 
Islands, Alaska, and for other purposes, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bilJ was read as follows : 
Be it enacteil, etc., That the proceeds received from the sale of fur

seul and fox skins, and other proaucts from the Pribilof Islands, 
Alaska, be reserved and set aside as a special fund in the Treasury to 
be known as the "Pribilof Islands fund" to be appropriated from time 
to time by Congress for the expenses of the Department of Commerce in 
,protecting and developing the fur-seal fisheries and the raising of foxes, 
including the .furnishing of food, fuel, water, clothing, and other neces
saries of life to the natives of the Pribilof Islands of .Alaska.; transpor
tation of supplies to and from the islands; expenses of travel of agents 
and other employees, and subsistence while on said islands; the pur
chase, hire, and maintenance of vessels; construction of buildings; con
struction and repair of roads ; the expansion of by~products plants ; 
construction and maintenance of cold-storage plants; the development, 
construction, and maintenance of adequate waterworks plant; and for 
all expenses necessary to carry out the provisions of the act entitled 
"An act to protect the sea:l 'fisheries of Alaska, and for other purposes," 
approved April 21, 1910; and any balance, or any part thereo"f, -remain
ing in that fund not needed for above -purposes, shall be covered an
nually into the Alaska fund created by the act approved January 27, 
1905, us Congress may direct. 

SEC. 2. That nothing in this act shall be construed to prevent the 
payments to Great Britain and Japan from the proceeds of sales of 
sealskins of any amounts clue those Governments !rom sales of their 
respective shares o! sealsldns taken at the Pribilof Ialands, o.r for p!ly
ment from the -proceeds of sales of fur-seal and for fox skins of expenses 
'for 'taking, handling, curing, transporting, dressing, dyeing, and 
machining and .selling of such skins. 

.SEC. 8. That this act -shall take effect and be in force from and after 
July 1, 1924. 

The •bill was reported to the Senate without ·amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 1the third time, 
and passed. 

OWNERS 10F THE B:A:RGE "ANODE." 

The bill ( S. 78) :for the relief of the ·owners of the barge 
:Anode was considered as in •Oomn:iittee of the Whole. 

'l'he bill was read as follow-s : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of the Raritnn CQpper Works, 

owner of the American barge A.node, against the United States for 
damages alleged to have been caused 'by -collision between said barge 
and trhe U. S. transport Bttford, on the '18th day of January, 11919, 
between Governors !Plona nnd B<'{lloes Island, '1n New York ,Ilanbor, 
N. Y., may be ~uPcl for l'Y th(' ownPr of the said barge in the United 

States District Court for the Southern District of New York, sitting as 
a court of admiralty and actin.g- under the rules governing such court ; 
and said court shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine such suit 
and to enter a judgment or decree 'for 1!he amount of such damages, 
including interest and costs, if any, as shall be found to be due against 
the United 8tates in favor of the owner of the said American barge 
A.node, or against the owner of the Baid American barge A.node in 
favor of the United States upon the same principles and measures of 
liability as in like cases in admiralty between private parties and ·with 
the same rights of appeal : Provided, That such notice of the suit 
shall be given to the Attorney General of the United States as may 
be provided by order of the said court, and it shall be the duty of the 
Attorney General to cause the United States attorney in such district 
to appear and defend for the United States: Provided further, That 
said suit shall be brought and commenced within four months of the 
date of the :oassage of this act. 

The bill was r(lported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third . .reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

OWNERS OF STEAMSHIP "COMANCHE." 

The bill ( S. 82) for the relief of the owners of the steamship 
Oornanche was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The 'bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted,, etc., That the claim of the Clyde Steamship Co., 

owner of the American steamShip Comanche, against the United 
States for damages alleged to have been caused by collision between 
said vessel and the United States battleship Indiana and the United 
States destroyer McCall on the 14th day of.December, 19117, off Nor.tons 
Point, N. Y., may be -sued for by the said Clyde Steamship Co. in the 
United States District Court for the Southenn .District of New York, 
sitting as a court of admiralty, and acting und·er the rules governing 
such court, and said court shall ha:ve (furis.diction ·to hear and deter
mine such suit and to enter a judgment or decree for the amount ot 
such damages, including interest and costs, if any, as shall be found 
to be due 'against the United Sta'tes in •favor of the owners of the 
said Americllll ·stemnship Gonianolle, or ·against the owners of the saitl 
American steamship Co,manche in favor of the United States, upon 
the same princi_ples and measures of liability as in like cases in ad
miralty between private parties, and with the same rights of appeal: 
PrDV'ided, That such notice of the suit shall be given to the Attorney 
General of the United States as may be provided 'Qy .order ot the said 
cotll't, 1md it shall be the duty of the ..Attorney .General to cause the 
United States attorney in such district to appear and defend for the 
United '8-tates: P1•ovided further, That said suit shall be brought and 
commenced within four months of the date of the passage of this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
orderea to be engrossed for a thiro :reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

STEAMSHIP " CEYLON :M:ARU." 

The bill ( S. 84) for the relief of the owners of the steam
ship Ceylon Maru was considered as in Committee of the 

Whole and was read, as follows : 
.Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of Nippon Yusen .Kabushik1 

Kaisha, owner of the Japmrnse steamship Oeylon Maru, against 111\e 
United States of Ameti.ca .fOT damages alleged -to have been caused by 
collision off Trompeloupe, France, 'On .November 2, 191$, between the 
said vessel and the AIDerica.n steamship Jeannette Skinner, owned by the 
United States of America, a:nd being then operated by the War Depart
ment in its transport service, may be ·sued for by the said Nippon Yusen 
'Kabushiki Kaisha in the DistJ:ict Court of the United States for the 
Eastern District .of New •York, sitting as a court of admiralty and 
acting under the rule'S governing such court ; "Rnd such court shall have 
jurisdiction to hear and determine such suit and to enter a judgment 
or decree for the amount of such damage, including interests and costs, 
if nny, as shall be tnund to be due against the United States in favor 
df said Nippon .Yusen Kabushlki Kuisha, or against the said Nippon 
Yusen Kabushiki Kaisha, in favor of the United States, upon the same 
principles and measures of liabllity ·as in like cases in admil'alty be
tween private p·arties and with the same rights of appeal: P1·ovideq, 
That such notice of the suit shall be given to the Attorney General .of 
the United 'States as may be pro.vided by order of the said court ; and 
lt shall be the duty of the Attorney General to cause the United States 
attorney in 'Such district to appear and defend .for the United States l 
Provided further, That in the suit authorized by ·this act any and all 
of the testimony taken in the suit of Nippon Yusen Kabushlki Kaisha 
against the steamship Jeannette Skinner begun by the filing of a libel in 
the District Gourt of •the 1United States for the District of MaJ;'yland on 
March 1, 1919, may be offered by or in behalf of the Government or tl\e 
owner of the OeyZon Maru and shall be .admissible 'in evridence: And 
provided funther, 'Chat said1suit shall be brought and commenced within 
f.our months of .the date of the ,passage.of this act. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

BILLS PASSED OVER. 

The bill ( S. 2691) to amend the Penal Code was announced 
as next in oruer. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Let that go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill ( S. 2693) in reference to writs of error was an-

nounced as next in order. 
The reading clerk read the bill. 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, in the absence 

of a report or an explanation from the Senator who introduced 
the bill, I ask that it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 
WILLIAM MORTESEN. 

The bill (S. 148) for the relief of William Mortesen was con
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims 
with an amendment, on page 1, line 6; after the words "sum 
of," to strike out "$20,000" and insert " $1,000," so as to make 
the bill read : 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treal:lury not otherwise appropriated, to William Mortesen, the sum of 
$1,000 for assistance rendered to the United States Government in 
land cases in Oregon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 

·read the third time, and passed. 

NEAR EAST RELIEl!' (INC.). 

The bill ( S. 87) for the relief of the Near East Relief (Inc.) 
was considered as in Committee of the 'Vhole and was read, 
as follows : 

Be it enaotecl, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to cancel and abandon the claim' in the sum 
of $632,669, with interest, for United States property sold in 1919 
to the Near East Relief (Inc.) for use in relieving and supplying the 
pressing needs of the peoples of the countries involved in the late war. 

l\fr. 1\1cKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator from New 
York [Mr. WADSWORTH], who introduced this bill, make an ex
planation of it? 

l\1r. ·w AD SW ORTH. Mr. President, Senators of course are 
familiar with the work of the Near East Relief. It saved the 
liYes, no doubt, of thousands and thousands of women an<l 
children in Asia Minor in the troubles which overtook that 
region following the end of the World War. Much of its work 
was in Syria and Armenia and in those regions which formerly 
had been under the Turkish Empire, and which were in a 
highly demoralized condition. 

The War Department had surplus supplies on hand and 
entered into a contract with the Near East Relief for the sale 
of a considerable quantity of supplies. Many of the supplies 
were near at hand-that is, they were in Europe-and they 
were sadly needed in this region. The War Department had 
no right to make a gift to the Near East Relief or to any othe1· 
relief organization. The supplies were handed over to the 
Nenr East Relief. They were distributed to starving women 
and children. I imagine it was done in the understanding that 
the conditions were terrible, and the Near East Relief was 
willing to enter into any kind o.f an obligation in order to get 
the supplies and save the lives of these people. The fact of 
the matter is that the Near East Relief (Inc.) has no money 
at all. It expended all its funds, which were raised by private 
snhscription, in saving the lives of these people, and it simply 
cau not pay the War Department the six hundred and odd 
thousand dollars. The War Department has no right to 
release it. 

Mr. McKELLAR. l\fr. President, did the Near East Relief 
organization furnish a statement of account showing what it 
had done with these supplies? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Oh, yes. 
Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator is satisfied that all of these 

supplies were used for a good purpose? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Oh, without a doubt. They were sent 

directly to the famine region. 
Mr. McKELLAR. I have no objection. Of course we all 

recognize what an awful situatio_n that wns; and so far as 
I am concerned I have no objection to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CAPP'FJR. Mr. President, there is not a chance in the 
world that the Government will ever get a dollar from the Near 
East Relief Association; and this simply straightens out an 
account on the books of the GoYernment. It is a matter of 
bookkeeping. 

The PRESIDBNT pro tempore. The bill is before the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 
If there be no amendment to be , proposed, the bill will be re-
ported to the Senate. · 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, rend the third 
time, and passed. 

BILL PASSED OVER. 

The bill ( S. 3-:1:9) for the relief of sufferers in New Mexico, 
from the flood due to the overflow of the Rio Grnnde and 
its tributaries, was announced as ne-s:t in order. 

l\fr. McKELLAR. l\fr. PreRident, will the Senator from 
New l\lexico make an explanation of this bill'! 

Mr. DURSUM. This is the same bill which was passed 
by the Senate at the last Congress. 'l'he bill is to take care 
of flood sufferers who suffered great damage by reason of 
the construction of a dam by the Reclamation Service, thereby 
causing a great flood of wnter on account of sudden, torrential 
rains, which destroyed practically the whole community. The 
Senate passed this bill at the last Congress, and thls is a sim
ilar bill, intro<luced by my colleague [l\Ir. JoNES]. 

l\fr. McKELLAR. How much is appropriated 't 
Mr. BURSUM. 8eveuty-five thousand dollars. 
Mr. OVERMAN. Let the bill go OYet'. 

Mr McKlDLLAR. I thi11k it had better go over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (l\lr. Jo.N'ES of Washington in 

the chair). 06jection is made, and the bill will be passed 
over. 

ERIE RAILROAD CO. 

The bill ( S. 035) fo1· the relief of the Erie Railroad Co., 
was eonsidered as in Committee of the 'Vltole and was read. 
as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the claims of the Erie Railroad Co. agaimit 
thi> United StatPs for damage,.: alleged to have been sustained to its ca1· 
float, cars, and the contents thereof in New York Ilarbor on July 6, 
1922, ma.y be submitted to the United States Court for the Eastern 
District of New York, under and in compliance with the rules of saill 
court sitting as a court of admiralty: Pi·ovided, That the said court 
shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine the whole controversy anol 
to enter a judgment or decree for the amount of the legal damages 
sustained by reason of said collision, if any shall be found to be <lue, 
either for or agaiu!-!t the United States, upon the same principle anu 
measure of liability with costs as In like cases in admiralty between 
private parties, with the same rights of appeal: Provided, That such 
notice of the suit "'hall be given to the Attorney General of the United 
States as may be provided by order of the said court, and it shall be 
the duty of the Attorney Genprnl to cnuse the United States attornev in 
such district to appear :incl defend for the United States: P rorldf'1l 
f11rther, That Raid suit shall be brought ana commenced within four 
month::! of the tlate of the pac:sage of this act. 

The bill ·was reported to the Senate without amendment. 
ordered to be engrossed for .a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

.lLBEr.1' ~\XDl:EWS. 

The bill (S. 13CYl) for the relief of Albert Andrews for loss 
of personal effect!': while sening ·with the military forces of tl11.' 
United States was considered ns in Committee of the Whole 
and was read, as follows : 

Be 1t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the 'l'reasury is authorized 
and directed to pay, out of any money in tbe Trea1mry not otherwise 
appropriated, to Albert Andrews, formerly corporal. Band Company, 
One lrnmlretl arnl sixty-fourth Infantry, Forty-first Division, United 
States Army, the ::!um of $288. such sum bc>1ng in full satisfaction or 
all claims on account of personal etl'ects of said A. lbert Andrews lost 
in transit from Hempstead, N. Y., to l\Iayville, N. Dnk. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- · 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

BILL PASSED OVER. 

The bill ( S. 15G8) for the relief of certain officers in the United 
States Army was announced as next in order. 

l\Ir. McKELLAR. Mr. President, unless there is some ex
planation of this bill, I suggest that it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
ANNIE H. MAR'l'IN. 

The bill ( S. 1316) for the relief of Annie H. Martin was 
considered us iu Committee of the ·whole imd was read. as 
follows; 

• 
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Be u enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be; and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Annie H. Martin, of Carson 
Clty, Nev., the sum of $545.02 to enable her to make payment of a 
liability incurred by her as acting assayer in charge, United States 
Mint, Carsen City, Nev., for losses in operating on bullion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE IN FEDERAL COURTS. 

The bill ( S. 624) to amend the practice and procedure in 
Federal courts, and for other purposes, was announced as next 
in order. 

1\fr. McKELL.AR. l\fr. President, I should like to hear from 
the Senator who introduced the bill. 

1\lr. CARA WAY. Mr. President, this is a bill providing 
merely for the practice and procedure in Federal courts. It 
has a· unanimous report irom the Committee on the Judiciary. 
It passed the House of Representatives at one time without a 
dissenting Yote. It is an effort to make the practice and pro
cedure in the Federal courts conform to that in the State 
courts, and tlenies to a I•'ederal judge the right to express an 
opinion as to the cre<libility of witnesses or the weight of the 
testimony. 

l\lr. McKELLA U. I indorse very heartily the bill, as far as 
it goes. I think it might go further, but I am not going to 
object to .its passage at this time. hoping that hereaft~r we can 
add other restrictions upon the power of Federal Judges to 
direct juries to bring in ver<liets. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I ask that the bill go over. It 
seems to me it ought to he discm;sed. 

Mr. CAUA WAY. I bope the 8enator will not object to the 
consideration of the lJill. To start in wi.th, when I was in the 
House I introduced the bill, and Mr. GRAHAM, a Member of the 
House from Philadelphia, and I worked on it and agreed upon 
it, and it passetl the House without a dissenting vote. The 
same measure was introduced bere. aucl the amendments are 
simply a chan·ge of language. It reeeived the unanimous report 
of the Committee on the Judiciary. The subcommittee that con
sidered the bill was composed of the Presiding Officer of this 
bodv the Senator from Iowa [l\fr. CUMMINS], and the Senator 
from' Kentuck.v [Mr. EuNsl']. It received quite a thorough 
going ove1· in the committee. 

Emry suggestion is embodied in it. The chairman of the 
committee, the 8enator from Connecticut [Mr. BRANDEGEE], 
the Senator from ·l\foutana fl\.fr. W .1\Lf.>H], aml others took a 
great deal of interest in it. I sincerely hope the Senator will 
not object to its consideration. 

l\fr. REED of Penusylvania. I am perfectly willing to have 
the bill considered on itH merits. It seems to me that the power 
of a United States judge to express his opinion, based on his 
long experience on the ueuclt. to ~L jury which is called in, per
haps made up of men wl10 uever before have served in a court, 
has been a wholesome one. I think it has made for greater 
justice and a better administration of justice in the Federal 
courts. I believe that it ought to be preset'Yecl. I do not 
ageee with my lawyer friends who would make a trial judge a 
mere automaton, sitting up there and allowing verdicts to go 
on what lie feels confident is perjured testimony, without 
power to comment to the jury on the inconsistencies. of the 
statements of oue witne:s!:l or another. Why, Mr. President, I 
think justice is furthered by retaining that power in the trial 
judges of the Federal courts, and for that reason I object to it 
as a matter of principle. 

l\1r. CARAWAY. Mr. President, I presume the Senator will 
concede that all 6f us liave some question of principle at stake 
in it. Others do not agree with him. Therefore, he ought not 
to insist that his individual opinion shall override the opinion 
of the Senate anu give the Senate no chance to pass upon-it. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The Sena.tor did not under
stand me. I mean to say that I oppose the bill because of 
what seems to me to be a matter of principle. I realize that 
the Senator is equally entitled to his opinion, and I do not want 
to object to the present consideration of the bill, but I do 
hope the Senate will see fit not to pass the bill. 

l\1r. CARAWAY. I beg the Senator's pardon; I misunder
stood him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the .Judiciary with amendments. 

l\fr. REED of Pennsylvania. 1\lr. President, I suggest the 
absence of a quorum. 

· The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsyl
vania suggests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will 
call the roll. 

The roll was called, and the following Senators answered to 
their names : 
Adams Dial .Johnson, Minn,, Ralston 
Ashurst Dill .Tones, Wash. Ransdell 
Borah Edge Kendrick Reed, Pa. 
Brandegee Edwards Keyes Sheppard 
Brookhart Elkins King Simmons 
Broussard Ferris Ladd Smith 
Bruce Fess Lodge Smoot 
Bursum Fletcher McKellar Spencer 
Cameron Frazie1· :McKinley Stanfield 
Capper George McLean Swanson 
Caraway Glass McNary Trammell 
Colt Hale Neely Wadsworth 
Copeland Harreld Norris Walsh, Mass. 
Couzens Harris Oddie Walsh, Mont. 
Curtis Heflin Overman Weller 
Dale Ilowell Pepper Willis 

l\Ir. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I desire to announce that 
my colleague [Mr. SHIELDS] is detained on account of illness. 
I ask that this announcement may stand for the day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-four Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, the bill on 
which the Senate is now asked to pass ought to be understood, 
I think, by the Senators before they vote on it. It will mean 
that in the trial of a jury case in a Federal court the United 
States judge, no matter what his experience, or what the in
experience of the jury may be, no matter what the lack of 
credibility of a witness may be, must sit on the bench and send 
the case to the jury without calling attention or indicating 
an opinion as to the value or lack of value of any witness's 
testimony. The judge may express no opinion, even though he 
is certain that a Yerdict one way or the other would be against 
the weight of the e\idence, and even though a witness has con
tradicted himself hopelessly the judge can not call attention 
to that. He must treat that witness, in his references to the 
testimony, exactly the same as a witness whose testimony is 
corroborated by a hundred circumstances. 

It reduces a judge to practical impotence. I think the pres· 
ent system has worked very well for 135 years, and there is no 
occasion for changing it. I hope the Senate will not pass this 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
first amendment. 

The READING CLERIC On page 1, line 4-
Mr. PEPPER rose. 
Mr: DALE. I want to ask the junior Senator from Penn

sylvania his opinion as to the requirement of the bill that the 
. judge shall deliver his charge ill writing. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. That merely adds to the diffi· 
culty of the trial judge. In most courts the practice is for the 
judge to deliver llis charge orally, and have it taken down by 
a stenographer. Then it is subject to a further consideration 
afterwards. 

Mr. DALE. Is it not almost impossible for a judge to write 
out his opinion between the introduction of the evidence and the 
turning over of the case to the jury? . . 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I have never known a court m 
which that practice prevailed. It would seem to me that it 
would necessitate a con!'iiderable recess between the closing of 
the evidence and the summing up of the case, if that practice 
were adopted. I would like to have the Senator who introduced 
the bill tell us what seems to him to be the advantage of hav
ing the trial judge reduce his charge to .writing before delivery, 
and the advantage of having the charge delivered before the 
arguments of counsel. 

Mr. CARAWAY. That is the law in very nearly every State 
in the Union. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I have tried cases in a good 
many States, and I have never seen that done. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Unfortunately, I have not tried cases, then, 
in States where the Senator has tried them, because I have 
never seen the rule otherwise. 

Mr. DILL. In my State that is always the rule in the trial 
of cases. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. That the charge is written ou.t 
before it is delivered?. 

Mr. DILL. The judge delivers his charge in writing. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Before the arguments of 

counsel? . 
l\Ir. DILL. Before the arguments of counsel. 
1\fr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I just came into the Chamber, 

and consequently do not know the parliamentary situation. I 
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do not know rwhat amendment is _pending. Will the Ohair advise 
me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary had just stai-te<l 
to state the first amendment when the Senator f:rom Pennsyl
vania [l\1r. PEPPER] rose. The Secretary will state the ·first 
amendment. 

The READING CLERir. On page 1, line 4, after the word 
" court " strike out the words " triable by jury, in which the jury 
bas be~n impaneled to try the issue of facts," and insert in lieu 
thereof the words "tried by a jury." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the pending amend-
m~ . 

Ur. NORRIS. I want to discuss the proposition mvolved 
in some of the committee amendments. I believe the provision 
found in one of the amendments that the judge shall deliver 
bis charge before the arguments of counsel ought to be elimi
nated. I do not believe that is good practice. 

l\lr. CARAWAY. May I interrupt the Senator right there? 
l\1r. NORRIS. Certainly. 
Mr. CARA WA~. That provision came into the bill in this 

way: In most af the code States, in my State, among others, 
the judge is required to ·deliver his charge before the argu
ments of counsel. In other States that rule does not prevail. 
It was the belief of the committee that the practice •ought to 
be uniform within a State, and therefore there is a provision 
on page 2 of tbe bill that iin those States where the practice 
in the State courts is for the judge to cha-rge the jury after the 
arguments, the· same rule shall prevail in the Federal courts. 
The idea. is to make the '.Federal judge sitting in the State 
conform to the ptocedure in the State courts. 

1\lr. NORRIS. I observe the language, which I had not 
before noticed. I think that it is proper to have the Federal 
practice conform to the State practice. I want to say just a 
few 'vords about the bill. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mi.-. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. E>oes the Senator from Ne

braska yield to tbe Senator from Florida? 
Mr. NORRIS. I yield. 
Mr. FLETCHER. Does not the Senator think that really 

the p11ovision in section "2 as originally written is preferable 
to the amendment; that ls, instead of striking out from line 1 
to line 5, inclusive, on page 2, as reported by the committee, 
the original language is a better expression of the idea and a 
better prov:ision than the rprovision that the jndge shall cba1·ge 
in writing? Under the laws of Florida, for instance, the 
charge shall be in writing if requested b:V counsel. 

l\fr. NORRIS. Mr. President, my own idea is that we ought 
to make it mandatory by statute, compel the judge in n jury 
case to reduce his instructions to writing. 

l\fr. CARA WAY. May 'I •make a suggestion to the Senator 
as to this particular ·amendment? I think all in the committee 
finally agreed that if the .case were of sucb minor importance 
that the parties did not insist on the charge being in writing, 
they could waive that, although the law says it sha11 be in 
writing. The attorneys in the case may waive t11at if the 
case is of such minor importance that neither side desires to 
have the instructions of the court in writing. 

As to the other idea, that it shall be in writing, some mem
bers of the committee were of the opinion that if it was only 
to be put in writing at the request of one of the parties it 
might raise 'in the judge a prejudice against some litigant or 
his attorney who insisted upon the charge being in writing, 
and therefore it is so worded that the charge must be in writ
ing; but of cour:se we understand that if the parities do not 
insist upon it it may b.e waived. 

Mr. NORRIS. I suppose most Members of this body have 
had experience in the trial of jury cases, a good many of them 
as attorneys, many of them as judges, and fheir eXperience 
has extended over a great many years in most cases. An 
attorney who had been .practicing exclusively in United States 
courts, where the judge delivered his cha~ge orally, and was 
not familiar with the practice where the judge was required 
to reduce his chai:ge to writing, would be perha-ps impressed 
very much as was the Senator from Pennsylvania. He would 
think that such a practice would mean delay, an:d too many 
inconveniences and hardships on the trial judge. I want to 
assure the Senator from Pennsylvania, from an experience 
of a great many years, both as an attorney at the ba-r ·trying 
lawsuits in both criminal and civil cases and as a judge who 
has been required to reduce his instructions to writlng, that 
no such condition arises on account of that kind of a law. 

It very often occurs that when a rtrial ls finished, if the 
attorneys waive argument, as they do sometimes, and submit 
the case, so that it is submitted to the jury, or if it is for .any 
other reason submitted to the jury abruptly, and the judge 

has not prepared his instructions, a stipulation may be en
tereq into in open court th.at the judge shall charge orally 
and a stenographer take it down, and that each party can 
'have 'his exceptions noted after it has been written out and 
after the jury returns a verdict. That can be done by agree
ment. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Certainly, if the judge does not under
stand the law well enough to reduce his charge to writing, 
he should not be permitted to just talk about it, should he? 

Mr. NORRIS. Certainly not. I .have always felt that way. 
nut, in my judgment, one of the faults I have to find with the 
United States courts is that the judges instruct the jury orally 
and express an opinion about this man and tbat man or this 
witness and tbat witness. 

The PRESID!NG OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi
ness, which is Senate bill 5, the general pension bill. 

Mr. NORRIS. Is there objection .to finishing consideration 
of tbe bill which we have been discussing? 

Mr. BURSUM. Will it ta.'ke long? 
Mr. NORRIS. I am sure I do not know. I was almost in 

the middle of a sentence and I want to finish what I have to 
say, anyway. I can do that no matter whether the unfinished 
business is laid aside or not. 

I feel deeply about this practice, Mr. President, because wl1ile 
my expedence is not worth more than anybody else's, I have 
had most of my life until I came to Congress devoted to this 
very thing. The idea of permitting a judge sitting on the 
bench, with all the secret power and uneJ...--pressed ability that 
he has, to control a jury by the simple expression of an opinion 
is something that is liable to turn any lawsuit one way or the 
other. I am not complaining that the judge occupies such an 
exalted position. I want him to be respected in just that way 
by the jury, so it is in no sense a criticism of the court, but 
the trial ought to be free from that influence. It is the duty 
of the judge to ten the jury that the jury are the judges of the 
credibility of the witnesses and not the presiding judge, and be 
never ought to express an opinion one way or the other. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, will the Senator 
yield for a question? 

Mr. NORRIS. Certainly. 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Do we not get .the same result 

exactly when we allow the judge to order a new trial if in bis 
judgment the verdict is against the weight of the evidence? Is 
it not the common-sense thing to reach that result directly by 
letting him state what in his opinion is the weight of the 
evidence? 

Mr. NORRIS. No; not by any .means. I take it that no one 
will ,dispute the proposition of law that the credibility of a 
witness is an exclusive function for the jury and not the court. 
They have a right to judge by the appearance of a witness, by 
the reasonableness of his testimony and the story that he tells, 

1by the fact that he is contradicted or corJ.·oborated by circum· 
stances, or other evidence in the case, and t1le amount of weight 
to be given to the com·oboration or denial, or any c11·cumstances 
proved on the trial fhat tend to uphold or to overthrow a nnrn;s 
testimo11y. The weight that should be given to it is not for the 
judge, but f.or the jury. 

I do not believe anybody will dispute the proposition of law 
that the judge ought to tell them so, and be ought to .refrain 
from saying to tl1e jury, "I think this man's story is rather 
doubtful," or " this man looks as though be was a good fellow 
and you ought to give his testimony a good deal of weight." 
That is outside of his duty, and he ought to be compelled to put 
iin writing everything he says to the jury, and let either side 
except to the instructions, and the reviewing· court then 1bas the 
J;>Ower and the jurisdiction to pass thereon. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President--
Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. PEPPER. I apologize to the Senator for asking a 

question about a :matter that he passed away from in his argu
ment. He spoke first of the second section of the bill, which 
is the one that deals with the requirement that the chal'.'ge 
shall be delivered before argument of counsel~ except in States 
where the practice is otherwise. I wanted to ask the Senator 
how it worked in practice ito follow the procedure there indi· 
cated of allowing counsel to have the last word, as it were, 
before the case goes to the jury, rathe-r. than that th~ jury.i 
should go out with the instructions of the court 1ringing in ' 
their ears. 

Mr. NORRIS. My own idea is that the judge ought not to. 
be required to deliver his instrnctions before the argument. 
He ought to give his instructions after the argument. 

Mr. PEPPER. As I understand it, the bill proTides otner4 

wise. 
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l\lr. NORRIS. The bill, unless there is a different practice 

pl'crniling in the State courts, makes it conform to that prac
tice, whichever way it may be. 

l\fr. FLETCHER 'l'he amendment provides "at the con
clusion of the evidence and before argument." 

l\fr. NORRIS. It is provided that if the State practice is, 
)therwise he shall follow the State practice. 

l\Ir. PEPPER. I happen not to be familiar with the prac
tice in accordance with which the counsel make argument af
ter the charge has been delivered to the jury. Theo traditional 
practice in my part of the coimtry has been the other way. 
I wanted information from the Senator or from any Senator 
who could give it to me as to what the actual operation is. 

l\fr. NORIUS. The actual operation under the bill, as I 
understand it, iu the Senator's State would be to follow the 
practice, whatever it may be, in his State. 

l\fr. PEPPER. I am not thinking of it exclusively with 
reference to my own State. I want to vote intelligently upon 
the measure, which will be nation-wide in its application. I 
want enlightenment on the question of the practical expediency 
of allowing counsel to comment upon the charge of the court 
already delivered, and to tell the jury what counsel think 
of the court rather than leaYing it with the court to tell ttie 
jury what the court thinks of counsel. I have often been in 
a position, after hearing the charge of the court, of great 
anxiety to rise and ventilate my views about what tlle judge 
had said for the benefit of the jury, but it has always seemed 
to me a wholesome restraint UiJOn me that I was not at Hherty 
to do so. I want to know how it works when it is the other 
way around. 

Mr. NORRIS. I suppose that if an attorney was arguing the 
case following the instruction of the court to tbe jury, ancl the 
instrnction of the court to the jury was contrary to what the 
attorney was advocatiug and perhaps believed was tlle law in 
the case, it would make it embarrassing for him. It would be 
just as embarrassing, however, if the attorney bad told the 
jury what he thought about it and the judge told the jury 
that the law was something else. 

l\fr. CURTIS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING Ob'F'ICER. Does the Senator from Ne

braska yield to the Senator from Kansas? 
1\'lr. NORRIS. With vleasnre. 
Mr. CUR'.rlS. I merely want to say a word iu cuunection 

with what the Senator just said. Tbat has been tbe experieuce 
of practitioners in Kanf'as, where we liave, under the code, in
struction hy the judge before argument. In the United States 
courts in Kansas the judge does not instruct 1111til after the 
argument of coun::;el. Of course, if counsel states the law oue 
way and the judge states it another way, counsel may find 
himself embarrasse<l. 

l\lr. NORRIS. Tlrnt would be true whether he said it before 
the judge charged the jury or afterwards. Of course, it is the 
duty of the jury, and the judge will tell them so if the ques
tion arises, to take their view of the law from the court and 
not from the attorneys. 

l\Ir. CARAWAY. l\[ay I suggest that I do not presume there 
is a jurisdiction at all where the judge would n<>t immediately 
stop an attorne~· if he ,,·ould undertake to say that what the 
court saicl is the law is not the law. 

Ml'. NORRIS. I presume the court would stop him imme
diately. · 

Mr. CARA WAY. He must accept the law as given by the 
court. The only chance he has is to show, under the iustruc
tions of the court and the facts as testified to, tbat he is enti
tled to win. How much more intelligently he may adopt his 
argument to the facts when he knows what the court will 
declare the law to be than he could if first required to go 
ahead and say, "These are the facts and I think this is the 
law," and ha Ye the court then come along and say, "You are 
wrong about the law." 

Mr. PEPPI1JU. I would dislike to try a case under that prac
tice against the Senator from Arkansas, because I know that 
without violating the rule he would manage to get across to 
the jury the idea that he and not the court knew the law. 

l\lr. CARAWAY. Of course, that is a left-handed compli
ment, in which the Senator undertakes to say, without quite 
saying it, that I am unfair. 

l\lr. NORRIS. The first people in the world to detect whether 
the attorney is unfair would be the jury. 

l\1r. CARAWAY. Or some other lawyer. 
l\fr. NORRIS. They are not numskulls and they kno·w what 

is going on. They know lots of times better than the lawyer 
whether tbe lawyer is fair or whether he is trying to take 
advantage or trying to make a misrepresentation. But we can 
not cure those things. There is no attem·pt to cure them by this 
legislation. 

The great evil in it is the rtnnger that the United States judge 
from his exalted and digni·!Pd position will drop to the jury 
opinions as to the weight of tbe evidence, the credibility of the 
witnesses. and so forth, and thus control the decision of the 
jury in a line where he has not nny business to control it. If 
he were compelled to submit his instructions in writing to the 
jury, then everything he says is a matter of record, and if it is 
reversible error the appellate court will reverse the case. In 
addition to that, the jury can take the instructions with them 
to the jury room. They are written. The jurors can look at 
them and reexamine them at their leisure if they should have 
a dispute ns to what the law is on any point involYed in the 
case. 

I will say to my friend from Penns~·Ivania that it will not 
work out in practice like he haH outlined; at least, I have not 
seen it work out that way in practice, and I ham seen it oper
ate for a great many years. It is very seldom if the court 
instructs a jury after the argument that there is ever a moment 
of debate. The judge will prepare his instructious during the 
ti-ial of the case. Assuming it is a case that runs over several 
<lays, he will dictate the issues as they are outlined in the 
pleadiugs before half of the evidence is gi>en, and his steuogra
l)her will write them out: During the argument to the jury 
he himself may write instructions. Romething may arise dur
ing the argument that makes him think he ought to gfre another 
iustrm:tion on this point or that. 80 when the attorneys are 
through witl1 the argument the judge starts in to girn his 
in~t rnetions. 

:\lr. FLETCHER :.\Ir. PreRhlent, I think a great denl of this 
nu::t:-:ure. I ha ,.e seen the judge vf a Fed('ral <:ourt in an actual 
eaf'e on trial before tllat court sit and hear the testimony all pre
f;ented and hear the arguments of counsel, with his back gen
erally turned to counsel, and when they fini!'1hed address the 
jury awl ~ay. "Gentlemen of tlie jury. ;you shall bring in a ver
dict fo1· tile viaiutiff iu this cuse. You can retire and return 
with your verdid." That is all the charge he made and that wa1:1 
sirnpl~- a direction upon the facts. I subru it that ought to be 
changed . 

. l\fr. KORRI~. I do not want to be considered as claimi11g 
that n judge sliould not give a direct instruction for a verdict 
either for the plaintiff or the defendant if the evidence and the 
law warrant it in his judgment. But in a disputed case, in a 
conteste<1 case, the judge ought to remain entirely within his 
realm, and all United States judges do not do that. It is quite 
n common thing for f'orne judges-not all of them of course, not 
halt' of' tl1ern, but there are United Htates judges who, hy a little 
remark J1ere and a little remark there, express an opinion that 
they llaYe uo business to express that will influence the jury and 
control their yerdict. 

l\fr. PEPPl•JR. Mr. PreRident--
'l'lte Pm~SIDI~G Ol"I<'IC:I•m. Does the Senator from ~e

bra::ikn yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 
~fr. KORIUR. I yield. 
:\Ir. PEPPER I wish to inquire of the Seuator whether w1-

det· the bill as drafted the trial judge would be at libert~· in his 
opinion to dit'( .. ~d a compulRory non.;;uit in. n proper ea::;e. 

Mr. NORHH\. I should think so. 
l\Jr. PJ~Pl'nR. The provision is that he ma:v direet a Yerdict. 

'l'here is a proviso wl1ich saves that rigl1t to direct a verdict, out 
it seern::i to me if it is uecef'sary b~· proviso to saYe the right of 
the court to direct a verdict, the proviso ought to cover also the 
right to enter a compulsory nonsuit. 

Mr. ~ORRIS. It may be that it should. I am not trying to 
. debate the details of the bill but the general principle. 'l'he 
thlug- in which I am particularly interested and that which I 
think the bill in tlle main seeks to serve-I mean tbe main object 
of it-is to compel a United States judge to give his i11structiom1 
in writing instead of giving tbem orally, unless counsel in the 
case agree that he should give them orally. 

Mr. GEORGFJ. Mr. President--
Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator from Georgia. 
Mr. GEOHGE. In repl;\' to the suggef'tion or inquiry pro

pounded by the Senator from Pennsylvania, it seemH to me ·that 
the language of the bill presenes the right to .direct or instruct 
a verdict, and it would neces~mrily foJlow that the court woulll 
have the right to sustain the motion, if there was in fact no 
issue presented by the evidence in the case. 

l\Ir. NORRIS. I think so. 
l\Ir. GEOHGE. In one caf'e J1e is dealing with a motion and 

in the other with the finding of the jury. 
l\fr. NORRIS. Ye8; that is true. 
l\1r. GEORGE. Wherever the jury is to find. either at the 

instruction . of tlte court or as a result of delil>erntion 011 the 
part of tl1e jury. then there shouhl be no expre::::: .. ;ion of opinion 
except where tl1ere is no issunhle defense. Bnt where it i:'I 
simply a question of a motion-a nonsuit case-I tlli11k it would 



5070 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. MARCH 27, 

necessarily follow that that power would still remain in the 
court. That is a matter that always has been in the court un
influenced by the jury. 

Mr. PEPPER. Would the Senator from Nebraska be of the 
opinion that the language of the first section of the bill makes it 
unlawful for the coul't to 'comment upon the probative value of 
different kinds of evidence, as, for instance. to call attention 
to the. fact that evidence less than th.e best evidence has been 
receive~ or to the different degrees of credibility of different 
kinds of d-ocumentary evidence? The provision is very sweep
ing, and I merely am desirous of eliciting the impression of 
the Senator respecting whether or not we are going a little too 
far in trying to accomplish a good purpose. 

Mr. NOURIS. I do not see anything that might be so con
strued in the language, unles-s it wpuld be the amendment which 
reads "or value of the evidence." The judge ought not to ex
press an opinion as to the credibility of witnesses. He will 
instruct the jury about the credibility of witnesses, and those 
instructions will not be written for a particular trial, but he 
will have them in blank, because the instruction in regard to the 
cl'edibllity of witnesses would be the same in one case as in 
another. In criminal cases there win be always the questions 
as to reasonable doubt and the burden of proof ; but instruc
tions ou such questions will be general. The judges always read 
them to the jury, and have probably prepared them in advance, 
in view of the pendency of the case. So the burden of preparing 
the instruction is not so great as it would seem. 

I should like to say to the junior Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. REED] before I go further into the question which has 
been asked by the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PEPPER] that in a given State attorneys who practice in the 
United States courts and also in the State courts, usually 
prefer the practice in the State courts. In the United States 
court the judge is at perfect liberty to say anything he pleases 
and does not have to write his instructions down, but in a 
State court he is compelled to put in writing every word of 
instruction to the jury, and the State supreme court has 
always held that if a judge expressed an opinion to the jury as 
to the credibility of a witness, and so forth, it would be a 
reversible error. I repeat that attorneys practicing in both 
those courts, one day in one court and one day in the other, 
so far as I know in my whole experience without a single 
exception. prefer to practice in the State courts. There may 
be those who do not, but those of whom I have any recollec
tion of eve1: having heard them express an opinion thought 
the practice in the State courts was much more preferable and 
much more satisfactory and resulted in a greater degree of 
justice in the administration of the law. 

Mr. PEPPER Mr. President, I was not venturing to differ 
from the Senator upon that point. I wished to direct atten
tion to the language of the amendment a.s it appears in. the 
eighth line with speocial reference to the words " or value of the 
evidence.'' That language gives me some concern. 

Mr. NORRIS. It may be that there is some danger in that. 
I do not care to discuss it now, because the bill has gone over 
anyway. It may be that there ought to be some change in 
that language. 

Mr. GEORGE.t Ml·. President--
The PUESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne

braslrn yield to the Senator from Georgia? 
Mr. GEORGE. If the bill L~ going over, I merely wish to 

make a suggestion. 
Mr. NORRIS. I yield the floor. 
Mr. GEORGE. I wish to make a suggestion to the Senator 

from Pennsylvania. I do not tllink in any case the trial judge 
ought to express an opinion as to the weight of the evidence. 
I think he ought to give the rules by which the jury are to 
weigh the evidence and to let them weigh the evidence. We 
have in my State what we know as the "dumb" act. It pre
vents a judge from expressing an opinion on any disputed 
issue of fact or as to the credibility of any witness or as to 
the weight of any evidence; and yet the judge can give all of 
the rules by which evidence is weighed; but he must leave it 
to the juxy to determine the weight of evidence and the credi-
bility of the witnesses, under proper instructions. . 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, will the Senator 
from Georgia yield for a question? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes. 
1\fr. REED of Pennsylvania. In the Senator's State, is it 

within the power of the trial judge to order a new trial if he 
regards the verdict as against the weight of evidence? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Does not the Senator think it 
is pretty ha.rd on litigants to expose them to two or three 
trjals when they might just as well obtain the result in the 
first trial ? 

Mr. GEORGE. No; I do not think so, Mr. President because 
tiler~ exists quite t;i. J.ifferent situatioD;. The jury ought to be 
at liberty to find its own verdict, unmfiuenced by expression 
or inti~ation ?f opinion by the judge. If, after the jury has 
found its verdict, the judge is not satisfied with it if Le does 
not believe it is supported by the evidence or it 'is strongly 
against the weight of the evidence, then he has the additional 
power, as a safeguard to the litigant, to exercise his authority 
and to grant a retrial of the case. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I agree with the Senator that 
the ~u.rr must t ', ~nd ought always to be, the judges of the 
cred1b11Ity of the witnesses; but it seems to me that it is ex
posing the litigants to unnecessary delay and expense to force 
them to try their cases over and over again. I remember one 
c~se in which I was covnsel where we had to try the case six 
trmes because the jury persisted in believing evidence that the 
court thought was unworthy of credence. We would have 
secured a much quicker result, at much less expense to the 
Qovernment and to the litigant, if we had reached a result in 
the first place and then had an appeal. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is quib t~ye tha~ does occasionally happen, 
of course; but the true rule, m my Judgment is-and I ·think 
this bill is ~o~thy of our ~u:pport-that the j~dge ought not to 
express or mtimate an opm1on on any disputed issue of fact 
or on the weight of any of the evidence in the case or on th~ 
credibility of any of the witnesses who testify in' the case· 
but if there is a verdict which offends the conscience of th~ 
judge, after it has been rendered, he should exercise his au
thority and set the verdict aside. 

However, I believe further that when the case comes on a 
review, as is provided in the laws of many of the States the 
verdict should stand if it is supported by legal evidenc~ al
though the judge might think that the jury could well have 
found, or should have found, from his point of view the con
trary verdict. In other words, a judge ought not to set his own 
finding of fact up against the finding of the jury because 
the jury ought to determine the facts in the case. ' 

Ur. McKELLAR. Mr. President--
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, I should like 

to ask the Senator a question. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 

yield; and if so, to whom? . 
Mr. GEORGE. I yield first to the Senator from Tennessee. 
Mr. McKELLAR. In further answer to the suo·gestion of 

the Senator from Pennsylvania, who· says that the practice 
be suggests would save time and the expense of further 
litigation,. let me say that, on the contrary, I recall a number 
of cases m my own practice where at the close of the testi
mony the trial judge would turn to the jury and say " Gen
tlemen of the jury, the court instructs you to br.m'g in a 
verdict for the defendant." That put it upon the plaintiff to 
appeal to the court of appeals ; and I recall in one particular 
case, when the facts of the case were stated by the counsel 
for the plaintiff, the appellate court, sitting in Cincinnati 
turned to the lawyer on the other side and asked, "Has th~ 
counsel for the plaintiff stated these facts correctly?" and 
the counsel said, "Yes, your honor"; and then, after a whis
pere~ conference the court said "Well, on that state of facts, 
we simply reverse the case right here and now." That put 
the plaintiff to a litigation that he ought never to have been 
put to, and that he would not have been put to but for the 
power or the exercise of that power-I do not think there is 
any authority in the Federal Constitution for it-but for the 
exercise of that power by the trial judge. I have known of 
other cases of like kind which put the plaintiff to the expense 
and the delay of appealing. While justi'ce was finally done, it 
was after great expense a?-d delay. So it makes both ways, 
as the Senator from Georgia so well said a few moments ago. 

l\Ir. REED of Pennsylvania. In section 1 the power to 
direct a verdict is retained in the trial court; so that it would 
not affect such a case as that to which the Senator from 
Tennessee has referred. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is right; the power to direct a verdict 
is retained. The power of the court to sustain a motion 
as to the legal sufficiency of tlle evidence, of course is not 
affected by this bill, because that never has been a question 
for a jury, but it often works a hardship on litigants where 
the judge has erroneously sustained or erroneousl:v overruled 
a motion for a nonsuit or . has erroneously directed a verdict. 
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Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. GIDORGE. Certainly. 
Mr. KING. Or erroneously submitted a case to the jury 

when he ought to have ·dir1ected a verdict. 
Mr. GEORGE. Yes; when .11-e ought to have dir.ected a ver- · 

diet. Of course, the converse of that is also true; but the clear 
distinction, it seems to me, is that it is the province of the 
jury to determine the facts ·of the case, the disputed issues of 
fact, and it is not the province -0f the court, and the court 
ought never to set aside a verdict merely because, in his opin
i<m. the jury col!llcl have found the other way. He should set 
aside a verdict only when it is so strongly .against the weight 
of the evidence as to shock his moral conscience as a judge 
or when there is no legal evidence to sustain it. He ought not, 
ho•vever, to confuse the function .of the judge with that of the 
jury, one being to find the facts and the other being to admin
ister the J.aw through the medium of both the judge himself and 
the jury. 

Mr. REIIlD of Pennsylvania. J\!Lr. Pre&.1dent--
Mr. GEORGE. I yield ta the Senator from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The Senator from Georgia has 

stated very well what seems to me to be the true principle, and 
with that I have no quarrel whatever. Now, will the Senator 
answer a further question? If the testimony, being so far on 
one side or the other that a verdict contrary to it would shock 
the discretion of the trial judge, does not the Senator think 
that, as a matter of common sense, the judge should state the 
fact to· the jury at the time instead of keeping it a secret that 
he thinks the testimony is overwhelmiingly on one si:de? Does 
not the Senator think that the ends of justice would be fur
thered by such pr.ocedure? 

l\tlr. GEORGE. I do not, Mr. Piresident; because it involves a 
confusion of the function of the judge with that of the jury. 
It never is, in causes propeily for a jury, the provjnce of the 
court to find the facts ; and if the facts, as the jury has found 
the facts, offend the judge, then be bas the power to grant a 
new trial .and to send the case back to another jury; but he 
ought not to go outside of his province as a judge and go over 
into the province of the jury. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I quite agree with the Senator 
as to that. 

Mr. GEORGE. I see the S:enat0r's point; it looks as though 
our courts ought to be purely business institutions and litigation 
ought to be handled purely as a business proposition and never as 
a matter of sentiment. Yet so long as we have the jury and so 
long as we have the judge, tll.ey shonld remain in their respec
ttve spheres and should not overlap one the other; but the 
judge has always the power to set aside a verdict, and will set 
it aside so long as he pleases under the usual practiee and order 
a retrial of the case before another jury. 

1\Ir. NORitIS. And it is not even a reversible err€>r if he 
exercises that discretion. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is not reversible error at all; it is dis
cretionary with the ·court. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President--
The !>RESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Geor

gia yield to the Senator from Utah? 
:Mr GEORGE. I yield. 
Mr: KING. Does not the Senator state the proposition too 

broadly? Does not the Senator believe that it is the duty of 
the court, after the evidence is all in, if he believes a ver<liet 
ought not to be .rendered for the plaintiff, if a verdict shall be 
granted for the plaintiff, to set it aside or direct a verdict 
or grant a voluntary nonsuit? 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, he could not grant an in
voluntary nonsuit if there was any legal evidence to sustain 
t'hut verdict, whatever might be the opinion of the judge; and 
he ought not to direct a verdict even though he believed that 
a contrary verdict would be strongly against the weight of 
the evidence and would shock him, because it is not his duty 
to weigh the facts under either the IDnglish or the American 
system of jurisprudence. 

The power of a Federal judge to express an opinion upon a 
disputed q11estion of fact, or upon the credibility of a wimess, 
is not nearly so broad as it is commonly supposed to be. 
As a matter of fact, a Federal judge has not any 1·ight to 
eX])ress an opinion upon the Cl'edibility of particular testi
mony ; and when it comes to the final test he must say to the 
jury that the credibility of that witness is for the jury. He 
may give to the jury the benefit of his experience and of his 
observation and of his ability to apply rules of evidence to 
human testimony ; but, after all, he can not invade the prov
ince of the jury. 

-Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President--
The PRESIDlNG OFFICER. Does the Senator from Geor

gia yield to ·the .Senator from -Tennessee? 
Mr. GEORGE. I do. 
Mr. McKELLAR. I indorse every statement that tbe dis

tinguished Senator from Georgia has made on this subject ; 
and now I want to ask him ab.out the proviso : 

Prov'idea, That nothing herein contained shall prevent the court 
directing a verdict when the same may be required or permitted as a. 
mattel' ot law. 

Before the Senator answers the question, may I call his 
attention to the provisions of the Federnl Constitution under 
which Federal judges must .a:ct, and under which only they 
must act? The sixth amendment provides: 

In all criminal prosecutions the accused shall enjoy the right to a 
speedy and public trial by .an impartial jury:--

Of course, that does not mean one where the judge sways the 
decision-
of the State and district wherein the crime shall have been committed, 
which district shall have been previously asce.rtaineu by law, and to 
'be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation-

And so forth. 
The seventh amendment is as follows: 
In suits at common law, where the value in controversy shall exeeed 

$20, the right of trial by jury shall be preserved ; and no fact tried by 
a Jury shall be otherwise reexamined in any court of the United 
States than according to the rules of the common law. 

There are one or two questions that I want to ask the Sen
ator about that. 

Under the sixth amendment, does the. Senator believe that a 
Federal judge has the right to direct a verdict in criminal 
prosecutions? 

Mr. GEQRGE. I do not-that is, not a verdict of " guilty." 
He may sustain what in effect at common law was a demurrer 
to the evidence. , 

Mr. McKELLAR. Of course; I understand that, but I am 
talking about directing a verdict. In the next place, his only 
authority is under this constitutional provision. There is no 
provision that be may comment upon the evidence; that he may 
weigh the evidence and direct the jury what v-erdict to find; 
so it seems to me that under the seventh amendment it was 
never intended that a judge should direct a verdict, and I 
should like to have the opinion of the SeRator from Georgia 
on that subject. 

l\Ir. GEORGE. l\Ir. P1·esident, I should not be able to agree 
that the judge never should direct a verdict; because if there 
is no legal evidence--that is, no evidence which is sufficient to 
sustain a verdict--then the judge should direct the verdict as a 
matter of right to the litigants and as a matter of relieving 
them of unnecessary expense of future trials. 

Mr. McKELI.A.R. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit 
me to interrupt him again, that is to a great extent a matter 
of opinion. I have known cases where the judge had directed 
a verdict on the ground that there was no evid~mce, and the 
case went to the court of appeals, and the court of appeals 
reversed it and said that it did show evidence; it went to a 
jury again, and the jury found upon that very evidence in 
favor of the plaintiff, and the verdict was paid. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is quite true. That is where the judge 
erroneously adjudged that there was not evidence which would 
have sustained a verdict contrary to the one directed by bim. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, if the Senator will per~ 
mit me--

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Geor.; 
gia yield to the Senator from Virginia? · 

l\Ir. GEORGE. Yes; I yield. 
Mr. SW ANSON. It seems to me this bl11 is clearly right. 

If a man wants to take the opinion of a judge on the law and 
evidence, he can demur to the evidence, and if there is nothing 
there to sustain a verdict the demurrer to the evidence is sus
tained, and the judge renders his verdict, or he can move for a 
new trial; but of all the outrageous things that I have fre
quently seen in Federal courts, one of the most outrageous is 
the judge delivering the law at the conclusion of the argument 
and then taking charge of the evidence, too. In such a case he 
is both judge and jury. 

The Anglo-Saxon idea is to let the judge administer the law 
and let the jury administer the facts, and let the combination 
of the two apply the facts to the law as propoundecl by the 
judge. That is the Virginia system. If a man is satisfied that 
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there is no evidence to justify a verdict, he can demur to the 
evidenee, and the court then has jurisdiction of both the evi
dence and the law; but a man ought not to be driven to the 
necessity of having a judge, without a demurrer, passing on 
both the law and the evidence. · 

Mr. GEORGE. I quite agree with the observations of the 
~enator from Virginia, and I have taken up quite too long on 
this measure. I merely rose to reply to some suggestion or 
inquiry made by the Senator from Pennsylvania. While I am 
on my feet, I may say that it often has been a debated ques
tion whether in any case a judge should direct a verdict, but it 
is entirely too senseless a procedure to prohibit the judge from 
directing a verdict when there is no legal evidence to sustain 
that verdict, and therefore I think he ought to have that 
power. I think that ought to be retained by him. 

l\Ir. KING. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. GEORGE. Just one minute. I think, also, that the 

judge should have, and he does have, even under the so-called 
" dumb " acts, which are much more drastic than this bill, the 
power to summarize the evidence. He has the power to give all 
the rules by which evidence is weighed. He has the power to sug
gest what is evidence of first importance and what is evidence 
of second importance. In other words, he has the full power 
to bring to the trial of the case those concomitants that have 
grown up around trial by jury in the English and in the 
American system. 

I think this bill is altogether worthy of the support of the 
Senate, as I have already suggested, because I think it will 
remove the temptation to abuse the discretion and power which 
Federal judges have sometimes exercised. I would not myself 
require the judge to put his charge in writing, though I have 
seen instances which appeared to justify so drastic a provision 
as that. I think the better practice is, as stated in this bill 
as originally drawn, that on the demand or request of counsel 
the judge should reduce his charge to writing; but I appreciate 
the objection to that made by the author of the bill, the Sena
tor from Arkansas. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, will the Senator 
permit a suggestion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. GEORGE. I yield; but I am perfectly willing to yield the 
floor, because I did not intend to occupy it so long. 

Mr. RlTIED of Pennsylvania. It occurs to me that the prin
cipal difficulty with the bill as it now stands is that it forces a 
peculiar practice on some of the States in which no court at 
present follows that practice. For example, in Pennsylvania 
we have in no court, so far as I know, the practice of reducing 
the charge to writing before it is delivered. I quite see the 
force of the suggestion that in States where that is the general 
custom it ought to be followed in the Federal courts; and as a 
practical suggestion may I suggest that the bill go over now, 
and that such slight amendment as it needs to prdtect the.local 
practice and to make it uniform can be doubtless agreed to in 
a few brief moments, and then we will not take so much time in 
debate when the bill comes up the next time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Ohair will suggest to the 
Senator from Pennsylvania that the bill has gone over. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I was going to suggest that the 
discussion go over, as well as the bill. 

AMENDMENT OE' INTERSTATE COMMERCE ACT. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that 
the unfinished business may be temporarily laid aside in order 
that we may consider Senate bill 2704, order of business 302. I 
do not think it will lead to any discussion. It is simply a bill 
for the adjustment of claims growing out of overcharges and 
undercharges arising from the reciprocal relation between the 
railroads and the shippers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro
lina asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be 
temporarily laid aside, and that the Senate proceed to the con
sideration of Senate bill 2704. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President, with the understanding that 
the bill will not entail any discussion, I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Ohair hears no objection. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con

sider the bill ( S. 2704) to amend paragraph ( 3), section 16, of 
the interstate commerce act, which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That paragraph (3) of section 16 of the inter
state commerce act be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as fol
lows: 

• 

"{3) (a) .All actions at law by carriers subject to this act for re
covery of their charges, or any part thereof, shall be begun within 
three years from the time the cause of action accrues and not after. 

"(b) .All complaints against carriers subject to this act for the 
recovery of damages not based on overcharges shall be filed with the 
commission within two years from the time the cause of action aecrues 
and not after, subject to subdivision (d). 

"(c) For recovery of overcharges action at law shall be begun or 
complaint filed with the commission against carriers subject to this 
act within three years from the time the cause of action accrues and 
not after, subject to subdivision ( d), except that if claim for the 
overcharge has been presented in writing to the carrier within the 
three-year period of limitation said period shall be extended to include 
six months from the time notice in writing is given by the carrier to 
the claimant of disallowance <>f the claim, or any part or parts thereof, 
specified in the notice. 

"(d) If on or before expiration of the two-year period of limitation 
in subdivision (b) or of the three-year period of limitation in sub
division (c) a carrier subject to this act begins action under subdivi
sion (a) for recovery of charges in respect of the same transportation 
service, or, without beginning action, collects charges in respect of 
that service, said period of limitation shall be extended to include 
90 days from the time such action is begun or such charges are col
lected by the carrier. 

" ( e) The cause of action in respect of a shipment of property shall, 
for the purposes of this section, be deemed to accrue upon delivery 
or tender of delivery thereof by the carrier and not after. 

" {f) A petition for the enforcement of an order of the commission 
for the payment of money shall be filed in the district court or the 
State court within one year from the date of the order and not after. 

"(g) The term 'overcharges' as used in this section shall be deemed. 
to mean charges for transportation services in excess of those ap
plicable thereto under the tariffs lawfully on file with the commission. 

"(h) 1.rhe provisions of this paragraph (3) shall extend to and 
embrace cases in which the cause of action has heretofore accrued, 
as well as cases in which the cause of action may hereafter accrue, 
except that actions at law begun or complaints filed with the commis
sion against carriers subject to this act for the recovery of over
charges where the cause of action accrued on or after March 1, i920, 
shall not be deemed to be barred under subdivision (c) if such actions 
shall have been begun or complaints filed prior to enactment of this 
paragraph or within six months thereafter." 

:Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should like to have some ex
planation of the bill. 

l\fr. SMITH. As I stated, it is simply a hill for the purpose 
of adjusting the statute of limitations in reference to both the 
shippers and the railroads. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It is a bill that ought to be passed by all 
means, as I believe, and I hope there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. KING. I thought the Senator from South Carolina was 
about to offer some explanation of the bill. 

l\ir. SMITH. Mr. President, if the Senate desires I will 
read the report on the bill, in order that Senators may get a 
clear idea of just what it means. 

The Committee on Interstate Commerce, to which was refefred the 
bill (S. 2704) to amend section 16, paragraph 3, to extend the time 
of filing claims for overcharge, having considered the same, report 
favorable thereon and recommend that the bill pass. 

The proposed amendment extending the time for filing the claims of 
the shippers from two to three years is desirable, inasmuch as carriers 
are now allowed three years within which tlme to institute suits for 
the recovery of undercharges. · 

The Interstate Commerce Commission in a letter to the committee 
under date of February 25, 1924, in reference to the . proposed legisla
tion calls attention to the decision of the Supreme Coul't of the United 
States in Kansas City Southern Railway Co. v. Wolfe et al. (261 U. S. 
133), which says: 

" By its decision of February 19, 1923, in that case the court 
held that actions begun in the courts for the recovery or charges 
said to be in excess of the published rates when properly applied 
must be filed within the two-year period of limitations provided 
by section 16 .of the interstate commerce act, that the lapse of 
time had destroyed any liability by the carrier to the shipper or 
his assignee for the alleged overcharge and that its demurrer, be
cause the claim accrued more than two years pripr to the institu
tion of the action, should have been sustained. In so holding the 
court quoted with approval from what it said in Phillips Co. v. 
Grand Trunk Western Railway Co. (236 U. S. 662, G67), to the 
efl'ec"t that the lapse of time not only bars the remedy but destroys 
the liability whether complaint is filed with us or suit is brought 
in a court of competent jurisdiction, and that the carrier was bound 
to claim the benefit of the statute and could clo so by general 
demurrer. 
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"Prior to this decision carriers paid admitted overcharges if 

claims were presented to them within the periods of limitations 
provided by the State statutes, but under the doctrine of this case 
they are prohibited from paying, and the majority of the carriers 
now decline to pay, admitted overcharges unless action at law 
'vas begun in court or complaint filed with us within the statutory 
period pcrovided by section 16. It is understood that a few of 
the carriers are not following the decision in the Wolf case. As 
a consequence of the decision in the Wolf case an increasingly 
large numoor of complnints for the recovery of overcharges a.re 
being filed with us by shippers, while oth~ra are resorting to court 
action." 

ID paragraph (c) of the proposed amendment l}rovision is made for 
extending said period of limitation to include six months from the 
time notice in writing is given by the carrier to the claimant of dis
allowance of the claim in which the shipper may institute suit for the 
recoYery of the overcharge. 

I will state just here that that is really one of the most im
portant items in this, a provision that in any case where the 
carrier disallows a claim the shipper has the right to file suit 
within six months thereafter. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

SA VANN AH RIVER BRIDGE, SOUTH CAROLIN A AND GEORGIA. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understand the SenatGr from New Mexico 
will not object to my request, and I ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the bill ( S. 2538) to extend the time for 
the completion of the construction of a bridge across the Sa
vannah River between the counties of Aiken, S. C., and Rich
mond, Ga. 

1\fr. BURSUM. With the understanding that the considera
tion of the bill will not take up any considerable time in debate, 
I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re
quest of the Senator from Georgia? 

'.rbere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with an amendment, on 
page 1, line 3, after the word " the," to strike out the words 
" time for the completion of the construction of a bridge and 
approaches thereto across the Savannah River at a point suit
able to the interests of navigation between the counties of 
Aiken, S. C., and Richmond, Ga., at or near Augusta, Ga., au
thorized by the act of Congress approved August 7, 1919, is 
hereby extended to August 7, 1925," and to insert in lieu 
thereof the words "act approved August 7, 1919, authorizing 
the counties of Aiken, S. C., and Richmond, Ga., to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across 
the Savannah River ait a point suitable to the interests of navi
gation at or near Augusta, Ga., be, and the same is hereby, re
vived and reenacted: Prnvided, That this act shall be null and 
void unless the actual construction of the bridge herein au
thorized be completed by August 7, 1925," so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it ooacted, etc., That the act approved August 7, 1919, authoriz
ing the counties of Aiken, S. c., an-d Richmond, Ga., to construct, main
tain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto acroS's the Savannah 
River at a point suitable to the interests of navigation at or near 
Augusta, Ga.., be, and the same is hereby, revived and reenacted: P'Y'<>
vided, That this act shall be null and void unless the actual construc
tion of the bridge herein authorized be completed by August 7, 1925. 

SEc. 2. That the right to alter, amen(!, or repeal this act ls hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: "A bill to revive and 

reenact the act entitled 'An act authorizing the counties of 
Aiken, S. C., and Richmond, Ga., to construct a bridge across 
the Savannah River at or near Augusta, Ga.,' approved August 
7, 1919." 

PENSIONS AND INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration ot the bill (S. 5) granting pensions and increase of 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil and Mexican 
Wars and to certain widows, former widows, minor children, 
and helpless children of said soldieTs and sailors, and to widows 

of the War of 1812, and to certain Indian-war veterans and 
their widows, which had been reported from the Committee on 
Pensions with amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has not been read. 
The Secretary will read the bill. 

The bill was read. 
Mr. DIAL. Mr. President, I desire to make · my position 

understood with reference to the pending bill. I nm opposed to 
paying a pension to any able-bodied soldier. Under a law 
enacted a few years ago all soldiers of the Civil War were 
made eligible for pensions, whether they were disabled or not. 
I think that was an error. That bill ought not to have been 
passed; but having passed, I feel that the pending bill is en
tirely out of place and is discriminatory against the soldiers of 
the Spanish-American War. I yield to no man in my respect for 
and adrniration of a true soldier, irrespective of whatever war 
he fought in, bnt I feel that Congress is going to extremes in 
granting pensions. It seems that under any excuse or pretense 
great sums of money are to be paid out in pensions. 

I am told that when President McKinley was a Member of the 
House many years ago and reported a bill increasing pensions 
he stated that would be the last increase that would ever be 
made in pensions for Civil War veterans. Instead of that' being 
the case, in 1918 a large increase was granted, in 1920 another 
increase was granted, and now in 1924 a tremendous inereasa 
ls asked for. 

I do not know where we are drifting if we keep on extending 
this sentimentality. In fact, I hardly know how to character-ize 
the practice of paying ont pensions to people who are called 
soldiers, not necessarny who were wounded, not necessarily who 
were ever in a battle or anything of that sort. 

I ·am heartily in favor, of course, of taking care of the 
wounded, the disabled, and their dependents, of any war, 
whether it was the Civil War or the war with Spain or the 
last war. But I do not believe the people of the country where 
these pensions go favor this method of partiality. It is partisan 
legislation, selective legislation, and it does seem to me 
that the Senate is stampe<led. When a bill of this sort comes 
in it seems there is no effort to halt it or to prevent its passage. 
The Congress had the liberality or lack of decision last year to 
try to pass a bill here for people who dug post holes during 
the Civil War. I shall not be surprised if after a short while 
an effort is made to pension everybody who lived abo~e the 
Mason and Dixon line, irrespective of what was done by them. 

We were told many years ago that there would be no further 
increase in pensions, but in 1923 we paid out $263,000,000, the 
largest amount that has ever been paid since the Civil War. It 
does seem to me that our good Committee on Pensions should 
stop to think about the people at home, the people who have to 
pay the taxes, the people who have to work, and that they 
should try to extend some justice and consideration to the 
people who pay the expenses of the Government. It is not only 
the soldiers and their dependents who need money with which to 
live, but the general population needs it. I feel that it is 
unwise to set up one class of our citizens who think they can 
live off the toil of the other classes. 

Under the provisions of the pending bill the Civil War soldiers 
are to receive $72 a month.. Under the present law they get 
$50 a month and in case they need an attenda.p.t, by going 
through a certain process $22 a month more is granted to them. 
From what I have read and heard I understand that it is pretty 
much a mere form that they have to go through, and that the 
increase is nearly always granted upon request. In fact, I am 
afraid that Congress put that provision in the law in order 
to invite soldiers to ask for greater pensions. 

Having been raised in the country as I was and knowing how 
hard it is to make money, I want to say that this amount of 
over a quarter of a billion dollars paid out in one year for this 
one purpose is an excessive sum. I can not see any justifi .. 
cation for it. It seems to me to be a short-sigh.ted policy upon 
the part of Congress and particularly the Committee on Pen• 
sions to bring in any such lJill at this time. We are alreacy, 
taking good care of the soldiers and of their widows, notwith~ 
standing some of the widows are quite young. I will not im• 
pugn their motives for marrying these old gentlemen. That has 
been commented on in the public press. 

Furthermore, the bill enlarges the scope of those who a!e to 
be entitled to draw pensions. It takes in the home guard ol' 
militia, or by whatever name it may be known, composed ot 
people who did not serve in the war at all, but merely wera 
ready to serve. I think even some of those whose names were 
on the muster roll for only 90 days are to. draw a pension. 
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Furthermore, I can not see the necessity of giving a pension 
to the soldiers of the ' Philippine insurrection or the Chinese 
Boxer rebellion, because my recollection is that tbose soldiers 
belonged to the Regular Army. 'l'hey were volunteers, as were 
the soldiers in the war with Spain. 'l'hey are taken care of 
under the general law and ought not to be included in the pend
ing bill. 

Another discrepancy found in the bill is that the Spanish
A.merican War veteran can not draw a pension unless he is dis
abled, either totally or partially, and then the amount is much 
less than it is for the Civil War veteran. To my mind, the bill 
is gotten up simply as a bounty for the Civil War veteran. 

After a while we will have a pension roll alone that will 
amount to more than it cost to operate the Government a few 
years ago. When we stop to think about the expenses of the 
people, the expenses of the Government, it is enough to require 
us to call a halt. It will be recalled that just a few years ago, 
before the last war, the national debt was only $1,300,000,000. 
That increased to about $26,000,000,000, but bas been reduced to 
something like $22,000,000,000. That shows, however, that it is 
time for the legislators of the country to be very guarded when 
we pass appropriation bills and increase taxes upon the tax
payers of the country. The people are already burdened beyoncl 
endurance. We just read in the paper yesterday where the 
ministry of France fell because of a pension bill, and that ought 
to be a warning to us. It is very easy for legislators to impose 
burdens upon the people, but when the burdens become unbear
able and politics get too hot, the legislators can resign or retire, 
but they leave the burdens still hanging over the people. We 
ought to weigh all the facts very carefully before we vote 
away the people's money in that way. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to move to amend the bill in 
various particulars. · 

Mr. BURSUM. l\Ir. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER Does the Senator from South 

Carolina yield to the Senator from New Mexico. 
l\fr. DIAL. I yield. 
l\fr. BURSUM I desire to ask that the committee amend

ments be considered first, and then if the Senator has some other 
amendments to propose they can be offered after the committee 
amendments are disposed of 

l\fr. DIAL. That is all right. I do not ask for any vote on 
my amendments now. A good many Senators are absent this 
afternoon. I would just like to note in the RECORD what I ex
pect to do at a later time. I shall not insist on offering them 
now. I shall just note them in the RECORD. I want to get 
them noted in the RECORD, so that if we do not vote on the bill 
to-day Senators can see in the RECORD what they are. 

Mr. BURSUM. The Senator merely suggests the proposed 
amendments? 

Mr. DIAL. Yes. I shall ask no vote at all to-day. I shall 
later mov.e to strike out all of section 5, beginning with line 14, 
on page 6, and down to line 14, on page 7. Then I shall move 
to strike out, on page 8, in line 16, all after the word " Spain " 
down to the word " service " in line 18. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
the Senator from South Carolina is merely giving notice of the 
amendments that he intends to offer at a later time? 

Mr. DIAL. That is all. I do not see any necessity for in
cluding the soldiers of the Philippine insurrection or the Chi
nese Boxer rebellion, there mentioned, because I understand 
they were men in the Regular Army enlistment and are taken 
care of by the general law. 

I shall also move to amend, on page 6, line 12, at the end of 
section 5, by adding the proviso : 

Provided, That the provisions of this section shall apply to widows 
and dependents of those who served during the war ~ith Spain. 

Then, l\Ir. President, to-morrow, or when the bill shall be 
regularly before the Senate for consideration, I propose to 
move, on page 9, to change the compensation fixed for veterans 
of the Spanish-American War, so as to grant those veterans 
some increases. 

As I said before, these soldiero are receiving most generous 
treatment and as large compensation, it seems to me, as they 
are entitled to or as the country can afford to pay them. A. 
service of only 90 days is required, which is a very short time, 
indeed, for which to put such a burden upon the people, espe-

. cially when those soldiers were not wounded or disabled in any 
manner. 

A.s I said on yesterday, Mr. President, pension legislation has 
been a very expensive proposition for the United States. There 
have been paid out in Civ~l War pensions $5,772,000,000, nearly 

$2,000,000,000 more than the cost of the Civil War. I do not 
recall how many slaves there were in the South, but no doubt 
the Government could have paid the South handsomely for 
those slaves and have saved a great deal of money besides. 

I feel that the reason for this proposed increase of pensions 
is somewhat sectional. I regret to say so, but I very much 
fear that is one of the causes why the increase is asked for. 
I feel that we in the South are either in the Union or that we 
were out of it. All sections of the Union ought to be treated 
fairly and equitably. When the Government needed help in 
the war with Spain and called for soldiers, the whole country 
went to its rescue. When the Government needed soldiers in 
the World War, there was no slacking on the part of the good 
people of any section. Liberty bonds were bought, and all the 
fair-minded and ·patriotic people served the country to the best 
of their ability. It seems to me, after the great destruction 
which was wrought by the World War, when we consider the 
debt of nations and of individuals, amounting, I believe, to 
something like half of the value of the property in the world, 
the time has certainly arrived for us to call a halt. What we 
need is not to encourage people to look toward Washington for 
help, but we need to help the people to help themselves. Let 
them bear their burdens, each and every one his part. 

Now, I should like to ask the Senator from New Mexico, if 
he will allow me, what do the inmates of the old soldiers' 
home draw per month? 

Mr. BURSUM. They draw their pensions. 
Mr. DIAL. And they get their support in addition to their 

pensions, do they not? 
Mr. BURSUM. Yes; the soldiers in the homes are taken 

care of in different ways. · 
Mr. DIAL. But the inmates of the soldiers' homes draw 

the same pension as they would were they outside of those 
homes? 

Mr. BURSUM. Yes. 
Mr. DIAL. That is my understanding. 
Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro

lina suggests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will 
call the roll. 

l\:lr. BURSUl\I. 1\Ir. President--
Mr. DIAL. I withdraw the suggestion if the Senator from 

New 1\Iexico desires that I shall do so. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro

lina having made the suggestion of the absence of a quorum, 
it can not now be withheld. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The principal clerk called the roll, and the following Sena
tors answered to their names : 
Adams Ferris Kendrick Reed, Mo. 
Brandegee Fess Keyes Reed, Pa. 

~~gg~~:;J J~~~1~~r f!~~ ~g~~~~~1ti 
Bursum George McKelJar Smith 
Cameron Gerry McKinley Stephens 
Capper Gooding McNaTy Swanson 
Caraway Hale Neely 'l'rammell 
Couzens Harris Norris Wadsworth 
Cummins Harrison Oddie Walsh, Mass. 
Curtis Heflin Pepper Walsh, Mont. 
Dale Howell Pittman Watson 
Dial Johnson, Minn. Ralston Weller 
Edwards Jones, Wasb. Ransdell Willis 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-six Senators having 
answered to their names, there is a quorum peesent. 

WORLD COURT. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, out of order I. desire to sub
mit a request for unanimous consent. I ask unanimous consent 
to present a petition from the Ohio League of Women Voters, 
containing some 12.000 signatures, in behalf of the World 
Court. I ask that the receipt of the petition may be noted; 
that the foreword may be printed in the RECORD, it being a 
short paragraph, and that the petition may be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Mr. REED of Missouri and Mr. McKINLEY ad'dressed the 

Chair. . 
The PilESIDEN1' pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri. 
Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I think this is a 

highly appropriate time to offer a few observations on the so
called Court of International Justice . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not know 
whether the Senator objects to the request of the Senator 
from Ohio. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I have not made any objection. 
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Tlte PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objec

tion to the request of the Senator from Ohio. 
~rhe petition was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re

lations and the foreword ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

FORFlWOilD. 

Believing that the greatest need of the world to-day is international 
cooperation for peace and feeling convinced that the United States 
should become a member of the Permanent Court of International Jus
tice. which is an immediate and practical step toward peace, the 
Ohio League of Women Voters, numbering 12,000 members, herewith 
suhmits a petition of 12,000 signatures from men and women of vot
ing nge in Ohio, with the earnest hope that the President and the 
Senate may act at op.ce and favorably upon the proposal that the 
United States become a member of the Permanent Court of Inter
national Justice. 

We, the undersigned, are glad to testify that these signatures are 
gNrnine and represent the deep conviction of the signers. 

JULimTTFJ SESSIONS, 

President Ohio League of Women Vote1·s. 
FRANCES HENDERSON 

[Mrs. W. E. IlENDERSON], 

State Ohairman of the Committee on 
International Oaoperation to Prevent War. 

:\lr. ::\fcKINLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for 
a moment'? 

l\1r. REED of Missouri. Yes. 
i\lr. McKINLEY. I ask unanimous consent to present a peti

tion of sundry members and friends of the Illinois League of 
Women Voters, signed by some 10,000 names, praying for the 
entrance of the United States into the Permanent Court of 
International Justice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Ohair hears none, and the petition will be received, out of order, 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Are there any more petitions? 
Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President, would the Senator mind yield

ing for a few moments to perfect the committee amendments 
on this bill, so as to have the bill printed? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I shall not take the whole afternoon. 
I should prefer to go on with what I have to say. I want to 
accommodate the Senator, but I hope he will not insist on that 
request. 

:Mr. President, I am trying to find the names of the members 
of the Court of International Justice. There is no Member of 
tlte Senate who knows these names, and no one of the 12,000 
petitioners probably knows the names of the men to whom they 
want to consign the vital interests of the United States. So 
I think, for the edification of the Senate, and possibly for the 
instruction of the good people who have filed these petitions, 
which somebody financed, that it would be well to put into the 
Coi'\GRESSIONAL RECORD the names of the men who constitute 
this so-called court. 

With the selection of these names the United States had 
nothing to do. It had neither part nor lot in the organization 
of this so-called judicial tribunal. It is composed exclusively 
of foreigners, except one man who was named by a foreign 
power. Yet we have the astonishing fact tllat petitions can 
be filed here containing the names of thousands of good folks 
who are willing to plunge the United States into a court with the 
personnel of which they are not acquainted, and with the rules 
and regulations and laws of which, if any there be, governing the 
court, we have no part in the making, and can have at the pres
ent time no part in changing or altering. The spectacle of 
people demanding that this Government shall assent to entering 
a tribunal of the kind I have described is, therefore, one which 
calls for astonishment and wonder. 

l\fanifestly some of these people think that entering the 
World Court carries with it no responsibility, involves no dan
ger, and is· somewhat akin to acceptlng an invitation to din
ner, where you are at liberty to eat and drink what you desire, 
and leave the rest of the victuals alone. 

Who compose this World Court? I am giving the personnel 
as I last heard it. It may have been changed at any time by 
the tribunal which created it, and of which we are not a member. 
Unless there has been some recent change,· the President is 
Bernard Loder, of Holland. Who among these petitioners 
knows anything as to Bernard Loder's views touching the 
international rights of the United States? Which one of these 
petitioners and which one of these distinguished Senators 
can tell us anything whatsoever with reference to the character 
of thought which dominates Bernard Loder? They may answer 
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to-morrow, but, if they answer to-morrow taey will in the 
interim have been obliged to look up Bernard Loder in 
Who's Who in Europe. We know in a vague way that he 
is a man of some prominence in his own country, but I ask 
which one of you would be willing to submit a matter involving 
a private controversy of your clients to Bernard Loder without 
first finding out something more about him than you know at 
the present time? But with a generosity that is childlike 
these gentlemen come forward and propose that we shall submit 
what may mean the life or dealb. of this Republic to a tribunal 
presided over by a man about whom they know substantially 
nothing. 

Tbe Vice President is Charles Andre Weiss, of France. 
Again I inquire, can either of these distinguished Senators 
rise in his place and tell us what are the views and opinions of 
Charles Andre Weiss touching international questions? Is he 
a man who wants the Ruhr invaded, who has sanctioned the 
presence of black troops in portions of Germany, who has been 
willing to violate the treaty of Versailles; or is he a man 
whose soul regards with abhorrence the spectacle of white 
women being practically dragged to brothels to become the 
victims of black savages imported from Africa? 

Members: Viscount Robert Bannatyne Finlay, of Great 
Britain ; Dionisio Anzilotti, of Italy; Rafael Altamira, of 
Spain. Now, just what does Rafael stand for? Which one 
of you is willing to submit your own controversy to this gen
tleman with the aristocratic name? 

D. J. Nyholm, of Denmark; Max Huber, of Switzerland; 
Yorozu Oda, of Japan. Just how does this gentleman regard 
the policies of .America? To what extent is ·he in sympathy 
with democratic and republican institutions? How far would 
he go in the rendition of ideal justice in a controversy between 
the white race and the brown race? 

Ruy Barbosa, of Brazil; John Bassett Moore, of the United 
States, who was put in there by some other country. if I re
call aright. I have forgotten what it was, but manifestly he 
is the decoy for the United States. He is the worm on the hook 
that is dropped in the spring waters to attract the hungry 
sucker; and it was undoubtedly the dangling of this American, 
who sees fit to represent another country and take a job to 
which he is appointed by a foreign power, that attracted the 
two Senators who pl'esent these petitions. 

Then there is Antonio Sanchez de Bustamente, of Cuba. 
Now, of course, we know from that very name that anybody 
is safe in submitting any kind of a controversy, individual or 
international, to Bustamente. He represents a great country 
to our South that produces two things we need very much in 
this country according to the appetites but not according to 
the professions or votes of the statesmen of Washington. One 
is sugar, and the other is the thing that makes sugar palatable 
in a toddy; but his country stands to-day on its feet, because it 
is propped in its position by the United States. Here sits a 
man representing this little island to our South, and it ls 
proposed that he shall sit upon a tribunal and decide the con
troversies between the United States and the great powers of 
the earth. 

There are also four deputy judges: l\fichailo Yovanovitch, of 
the Serb-Croat-Slovene State; F. V. N. Beichmann, of Nonvay; 
Demetre Neg11lesco, of Rmnania; and Chung-Hui Wang, of 
China. 

l\Ir. President, some great genius might undertake to portray 
the farce of world politics; but if he were to succeed it would 
be only necessary for him to present a picture of these 11 men 
filing into a room and proposing to settle a controversy be
tween the United States and Great Britain where there was 
really bad blood aroused. 

Are they comparable with our own Supreme Court? Are 
they comparable in any way with the supreme courts of our 
several States? Yet we hesitate to submit personal contro
versies to these tribunals which we have created, and there are. 
now on file in the Senate bills proposing to limit the power 
of our own Supreme Court. 

I assert, and I shall prove, that the only thing about this 
Court of International Justice that bears the slightest re
semblance to a court of justice, as we understand it, is to be 
found in the name "court," which it has adopted. You can 
not change facts by changing names. It was Abraham Lincoln 
who once said, " If I say that a clog's tail is a leg, how many 
legs will the dog have?" Instantly somebody said "Five." 
Lincoln said, "Oh, no; he will have four. Calling a tail a 
leg does not make it a leg." Calling a thing a court does not 
make it a court. 
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'What is a court, as we understand lt? First, there must be brotherhood of your race, and by common tenets or a common· 
rules of law under· which the tri'!Junal is to act, and in this coun- religion. You would not dream of it. 
try--and I shall speak 0f American courts only-we have·, first, I call attention again, now, to the further safeguards you 
provided for a scheme and plan of government which is ours, have drawn around your own courts. To begin with, you have 
and which we alone may change and we alone may alter. deprived the judges of these courts, in suits at law and in 

Second, we have provided for a Constitution of the United many instances in suits in equity, of the right to decide a 
States wMch limits the power of every court of the land, and question of fact at all. You ha.Ye conferred that right upon 
that Constitution we alone can change and we alone can alter. juries; and why upon juries?- Because lying at the very base 

Third, we have provided in J;he various States constitutions, of tl'te citadel of human liberty is this great principle, that 
adopted by the respective peoples thereof, and these in turn in the last analysis no American citizen shall be deprived of 
limit the powers of every court, and preserve and fortify the his Iife, his. liberty, o~· .his property, save on th~ ~u<J~ment of 
rights of every citizen, so that the courts may not go beyond his peers, his fellow citizens, selected from the v1cmage. Why 
the ft:s:ed limits of the eonseitution in imposing penalties or are tli.ey selected from the vicinage, and why must they be 
exacting judgments. of his peers? 

Fourth, we have a written code of law adopted by our own :Because the fatl'lers, who knew something of the philosophy 
representatives in these respective States, and those laws are of government, recognized that no great act of tyranny could 
alterabl.e at our wfll and pleasure, but not otherwise. The ever be made consummate if before that consummation 12 
rights thereunder secured can not be changed or affected by men, who were the neighbors of the man accused or the man 
any power wbatsoe,er outside the boundaries of the United brought to the bar in a civil suit, had ajudged that his life, 
States. Let us compare this system of laws which restrict his liberty, or his prope1'ty should stand forfeit. So if tyranny 
and llmit the powers of American courts, with the rules and ever reared its ugly head, if it every swept the land with its 
regulations, if any there be, which govern the so-called Court bloody sword, if it ever sought to strike at the heart of our 
of International Justice. liberty, it would be arrestecl in the courts of justice by the iron 

There is no constitution to limit its powers; there is no leg- wm and· the patri'otic hearts of the 12 men who knew 
islatfve body to regulate its procedure; there are no precede.nts they would likewi.f3e suffer if they enfMcecl an unjust decree 
to govem its conduct. It proceeds1 if there be anything con- or a wicked law. 
nected with it that can by any stretch of words be called law, Is there in this international coui't anything corresponding 
under what is sometimes termed "international law.H But to the jury? Are the questions of fact to be decided by our 
what, pray, is international law? It is not law at all in the peers. our fellow citizens? They are nQt. They are to be 
sense in which we employ that term. It is at best certain decided by foreigners wh~ may hate us and wh<> may be glad 
rules which the law writers have undertaken to evolve from oif an opportunity to injure UE. 
tli.e general customs and habits of nations and from treaty Again, having impaneled this jury to pass upon the ques
obligations which have been recogniz:ed by some nations and tion of fact, they are to be presi.ded oT"er by a judge, and who is 
disregarded by others. Sn that it may be said that to all the judge? He is, in most 0:1! the States of the Unhm, selected 
intents and purposes this body of men called a court must be by a small body of the people from among themselves. He 
a law unto themselyes. is known to them. His life is known to· them. His environ-

1\!r. President, if it were proposed to set up in the United ments are known to• them. The character of his intellect and 
States a tribunal caile<l a court which made its own law as it the quality of his s0rrl hase been exposed to them. They trust 
went along, that tribunal would be at once endowed with every him but not without limit. They give him his term of office for 
quality that has cursed every tyranny of earth; for when you only a limited period in nearly every State of the Union, and 
concentrate in one body of men the right to make its own rules they not only thus limit fiim put as I have said, they have 
and to regulate its own conduct, to write its own judgments, limited blm by constiuti-onal enactments and by statutory law. 
and to enforce its own decrees, you have created an absolute Then do we trust him, this judge selected from the best 
monarcl1y with every horrible feature attendant upon a one- of our bar7 Do we trust him merely to declare the law to 
man government, with all of the attributes that have made the the jury, leaving the jury to settle th& facts? We do not, sir. 
tyrannies of earth hated by humanity and that have caused We proviide in every ease where the amount in dispute exceeds 
them to write their history in the blood and tears of suffering a few paltry dollars for an appeal to another· jud1cia11 tribunal, 
men and women~ It is as bad to concentrate leg.i'slative and and that tribunal is selected by a di:IIerenu consti'tuency. rt is 
judicial and executrve powers in the same body, whether you likewise governed! by rules of law. 
ca.II it a court or whether you call it a king, in the one case It sits in the foll calm af after life ·to review the decisions 
as in the other. of the judge. It writes its decision in the solemn records that 

It would be intolerable to say to our own great Supreme are to remaln there forever. Again, the eitizen can not be 
Court that it should decide questions as it might see fit, making deprived of his life, his liberty, or bis property until the 
its own rules and laws and regulating its own conduct. If we :majority of that tribunal have acquiesced in the decision of 
were to do that, it would become a judicial oligarchy. We the 12 men comprising the jury and in the decision of tile 
would have erected upon the ruins of this Republic another trial jrrdge. 
oligarchy as bad as ever was set up by the monarchs of the We do not stop there. In many States more than one appeal 
past. Yet this is the 1nescapa1'le position in which the advo- is permitted, aad in an States, wherever the rights of the 
cates of this caurt find tliemselves. citizen under the Constitution of the United States have been 

If it should be said that some tribunal shall make the laws invaded, or wnerever h~ has been denied the process of law 
governing this court, I ask, What tribunal 'l Will it he th.a a~eording t<> the law of the land, be can carry his case to 
League of Nations, of which we are not a member? Or will the Supreme Court of the United States. Tl'lus, before the 
1t be the kings and the presidents and the rulers of foreign citizen can l'>e deprived of his life, his liberty, or of his prop
lands? By whomsoever the rules may be adopted, bear in erty, there must be an acquiescence in the decision by 12 
mind mat the United States will have one -vote out of all the of his own fellow citizens, affirmed by a judge selected g~ 
assembly, whether it represents a half- dozen or represents all erally from his own community, reaffirmed by a supreme court 
the nations of the earth. I say that the man or the woman in his State, and :finally, in a large number of cases, reaffirmed 
who is willing to bind the United States to an unknown code by the Federal Supreme Court. 
of laws, to · be adopted by foreign nations, and in which we How does thait eompare, sir, with this so-called Court of 
have only a minority vote, rs willing to take a most desperate International Justice? When it has written lts decree. where 
chance on behalf of this Republic. Yet we are asked to enter does the appeal lie? To what tribunal does yuur writ of 
the court; enter it, I presume, according to these petitions, error go? There is none. Judgment is final. It ma-y be as 
without qunli:fication; enter it just because the door is upen arbitrary as can be conceived by human· brain, it may be as 
and we are invited to enter; enter it wtihout rules of raw, vicious as th~ spawn of peroition, it may be as deadly as the 
without agreements, without treaties, without knowledge as poison disUIIed from the crooked teeth ~f a serpent, but there 
to what jurisdiction it may attempt to exercise. is no appeal and there is no court of review. The decision 

I repeat, sir, you would not think of c.onferring that power may have been obtainro corruptly. It may have been eO'ereed. 
on the courts and judges of your own land. You would not But the execution, if it bas powey at all, issues forthwith, and 
dream of conferring that power upon the supreme courts the outrage becomes consummate-. 
of you:r own States, although the judges are selected from But, Mr. :President, there is another distinction between this 
among your own people, although they owe allegiance to your court and the judicial tribunals of America. ff one of the 
:tfog, and although they are tied to you by cit1zenship, by tile 

1 
judges (')f our courts· shall fail ft<> perform his duty, if he be not 
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retired by the expiration of the term of office, which ls very fre
quent in most of the States of the Union, there is always the 
right of impeachment. There always hangs over every judge's 
head the impeachment sword, seldom used but always potential 
to arrest any judge who may be disposed to wickedly trample 
upon the rights of the litigants who appear before him. There 
is no such qualification, there is no such safeguard appertaining 
to this international tribunal. 

Mr. President, there is another great distinction. The judges 
of our courts and the jurors of our courts must be disinterested. 
They must not be prejudiced and they must be without a finan
cial interest or an interest arising from relationship or any kind 
of influence calculated to swerve them from the strict perform
ance of their duties. Even the right to challenge the judge 
exists, and in the upper courts the judges promptly disqualify 
themselves. The right to disqualify the jury likewise exists. 
But there is no such disqualification appertaining to the so-called 
international court, none whatever. Even if the direct litigants 
stand aside there is no way to say tp one of the judges, " Yorn· 
country is subordinate to the country with which we are at suit 
and hence you should not sit. You have expressed an opinion 
in this case and hence you stand disqualified. You are an enemy 
of the United States and hence you likewise must vacate." No 
such right exists. In come your 11 men headed by Bustamente 
or headed by the Japanese gentleman. When they sit down in 
this tribunal they try the case and the right of challenge does 
not even exist. 

But, sir, that is not all. I do not intend to take much more of 
the time of the Senate. Indeed I am taking very little time be
cause this afternoon there are only four or five Senators in 
attendance. I am talking to the country if the newspaper men 
will carry my message. If they do not I shall have to organize 
an anti-Bok peace plan, I think, and get some good people's 
money in large amounts to send out the argument. · 

There is another reason. I affirm there is no international 
question, big enough in itself and of itself, to really disturb 
the' people of the world, in which every representative on 
this court will not represent a nation having a direct interest 
in the controversy-not one; and the question can not be 
named to me by any of the Senators present. 

Let me give an illustration. We had a controversy with 
Great Britain touching the right of the United States to send 
through the Panama Canal its coastwise ships free of charge 
and to charge tolls for the vessels of other nations. Great 
Britain challenged us upon that and insisted that if our coast
wise ships went through free, the vessels of an other nations 
must go through free. Our President at that time took the 
view of the British. I never took it. The majority of the 
Senate would never have taken it if it had spoken its heart. 
We built that canal with American brawn and brain anc.l 
money. We must fortify it, maintain it, and defend it. It is 
our property, and we should have the perfect right under the 
treaties which we have with Great Britain to send our vessels 
through on such terms as we see fit. That question is certain 
to become a live issue in the future. 

Suppose, sirs, that to-morrow we were again to reenact the 
statute which we repealed and 'vere to provide that American 
coastwise vessels could go through our canal free, bnt that 
all other vessels should pay a toll. Suppose Great Britain 
were then to hale us, who had entered this international court 
at the request of these good people, before these 11 men, 
what would be the interest of the nations represented by these 
11 men? Holland has her fleet upon the seas. Holland's 
interest would be identical with the interest of Great Britain. 
France has her fleet on the seas, and her interest would be 
iOentical with that of Great Britain. I assume that Great 
Britain as a litigant would stand aside, although, to my 
knowledge, we have no assurance of that. 

Italy has her fleet upon the seas; her interest would be 
identical with that of Great Britain. Spain still has some 
vessels upon the seas, and her interest would be identical with 
that of Great Britain. Denmark has many a proud ship float
ing upon the waters of the ocean ; Denmark's interest would be 
identical with that of Great Britain. Japan has her fleet upon 
the seas, and that pushing, determined, warlike nation has 
even more interest in one sense than has Great Britain in the 
internationalization or anything approaching the internationali
zation of the Panama Canal. Brazilian merchants have some 
ships, and their interest is akin to that of Great Britain. As 
to Cuba, there are Cuban merchants who, I presume, own 
ships, although there are very few; but in so far as she has 
an interest, her interest would be with Great Britain. John 
Bassett Moore, representing somebody, somewhere, somehow, 

would he represent our interest or would he represent!; some 
other interest? 

Thus, when this great controversy comes on for · trial am:l 
the two able Senators who have presented these petitions ap
pear to represent the United States-for I ,..,.m assume them to 
be counsel-they go before a packed court,· every member of 
which was appointed directly or indirectly by those respective 
governments, and every one of whose principals is directly 
interested against the United States just as is Great Britain. 

Is there anybody who loves his flag and country who is will
ing that such a thing as that shall ever occur? If there is any 
considerable portion of the people in possession of the facts 
willing to accept such an awful charrce, then I can see the 
day, sh', when the stars will fade from our flag, when its 
stripes will lose their luster, when it will become the pale flag 
of international surrender and float over the graves where our 
dead heroes lie, an insult to their valor and an offense to their 
memory. 

I have given but one illustration. I can multiply it, taking 
up seriatim the various ii.:.ternational problems that may come 
forward. In all the important ones I can show that there is 
an interest among the nations which would affect their judg· 
ment, which would disqualify them if it were an ordinary case 
at law, governed by the ordinary rules of procedure. 

But somebody says, " Oh, this is going to be a court, and 
when these men sit down upon a court they will then do jus· 
tice, regardless of interest." What a silly argument that is ! 
We do not apply it to judges of our own courts, whom we know 
and love. We disqualify them because we know that God 
never yet made a man who could entirely dissociate his judg
ment from his own interest. He may try to do it, but we know 
that it is humanly impossible. 

We have had examples. Who bas forgotten the Hayes-Tilden 
controversy, where every judge voted according to the political 
party to which he belonged, if I recollect correctly? Who Is it 
can forget that the controversies coming before an inter
national court are invariably political? I am speaking of the 
great controversies. There might be petty controver~ies come, 
but we need no international court for petty controversie8. 
Nay, which one of these judges can forget his country and his 
country's interest, for that pulls stronger at the heartstrings 
of men than does private interest or even private pa~:ion or 
revenge. For country men will sacrifice their estates; for 
country they will drain their veins of the last drop; for conn· 
try they will yield even the children of their loins and the wives 
of their bosoms; for country they will lie behind prison walls 
until brown locks turn to gray and rot upon their temples ; 
and yet, with deathless courage ou their dying lips, will pro
claim fidelity to flag, to race, and to country. Can these judges, 
whose names I have read, lay aside their love of country? 
Could an American placed upon this court forget his own 
country; forget the love he had for her soil ; the devotion he 
bore to her flag; the worship of his heart for his Nation? If 
he could, then he would 9e unfit to decide the smallest contro· 
versy, for he would have lost every noble human attribute. 

The Boks and all the other propagandists who may under
take to fasten the principle of America surrendering any 
part of her lil>erty to a permanent court of the character I am 
describing may proceed, but they will not succeed. 

A question with more merit in it than this but involving, as 
the American people believed, an impairment of America's 
independence, was submitted less than four years ago, and a 
majority of 7,000,000 Americans said that America would stay 
at home and attend to her own business; that they adhered to 
the policy of George Washington. I say now that the politi('al 
party that indorses a world court will go to its political de3 tlt 
as certainly as the election day rolls round. 

But it will be said the com·t has no power to impose its 
will. Then, if it Las no power to impose its will, it is an 
impotent and foolish thing, which will be only obeyed when 
there is the will to obey, an<l where there is the will to olJey 
there is no necessity for a tribunal to decide. 

:Mr. President, some day I may feel inclined really to make 
a speech about the World Court. I am not going to proceed 
further this afternoon. 

I thank the Senate. 
PENSIONS A N D INCREASE OF PENSIONS . 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con· 
sidern ti on of the bill ( S. u) granting pensions and increase of 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil and 
Mexican Wars and to certain widows, former widows. minor· 
children, and helpless children of said soldiers and ·sailors, 
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and to widows of the War of 1812, and to certain Indian 
war veterans and widows. 

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President, I ask that the committee 
amendments be first read and considered and disposed of, so 
as to perfect the pending bill. 

Mr. DIAL. Mr. President, I do not want to have the com
mittee amendments voted on this afternoon. There are other 
Senators who want to be heard on the bill. I shall not oppose 
aeting on them in the morning. 

Mr. BURSUM. I suggest that this action will not interfere 
with any amendment. 

Mr. DI.AL. lt will be passing on the committee amendments, 
will it not? 

Mr. BURSUM. That will not interfere with any amendment 
that any Senator may desire to offer. 

Mr. DIAL. But we want to resist the committee amend
ments. 

Mr. BURSUM. It is merely perfecting the bill. The -bin ' 
is not perfected until the committee amendments a.Te acted 
upon. 

Mr. DIAL. I know; but we are going to resist the com
mittee amendments, und we want to reBist them before the 
Senator has the bill reprinted. 

Mr. BURSUM. But there is really no committee amend
ment fOT the Senator to resist. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, if there is going to be a con
test I hope the Senator will lay aside his measure to-ntght 
so that we may have an executive session. It is the unfinished 
business. 

Mr. DI.AL. We could not go on with it this afternoon. I 
will ask to have it go over until to-morrow. I have no desire 
to delay the bill unnecessarily, but there are a couple of Sena
tors who are not here who want to speak on it. 

1\-Ir. BURSUM. Of course the Senator can delay the 
bill. 

Mr. DI.AL. No; I do not want to delay it. 
Mr. BURSUM. He can ob.struct action on the bill ,perfecting 

it by the adoption of the committee amendments. If that is his 
desire, of course, it is possible for him to do it. 

Mr. DIAL. No. 
Mr. BURSUlVI. But I submit that it is very unreasonable 

and very unjust to object to perfecting the bill, which will in 
no way prevent any amendments to the bill being submitted by 
any Senator. 

Mr. DIAL. Mr. President, if I could delay the bill until the 
end of the session or after the end of the session I would do 
the same thing that I did in the last session ; but IJ·ealize that 
that would be futile, and I am not going to inflict upon the 
Senate my oratory along th.at line. We want to resist the com
mittee amendments, howevei.-, and l ask that the measure go 
over until to-morrow morning. So far as I am concerned, I 
am not going to try to :filibuster against the bill. I would de
feat it if I could, but I realize that that is impossible. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con
sideration of executive busjness. 

The motion was ag-reed t<>, and too Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. .After five minutes spent 
In executive session the doors were .reopened and (at 4 o'clock 
and 40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Friday, March 28, 1924, at 12 o'clock .meddian. 

N01\UNATIONS. 

E{f]ecutive nominations reoeivea by the Senate Mar>ch 27, 1924. 
POSTMASTERS. 

CAJ,IFORNIA. 

Anna McM1chael to he postmaster at ~an .Tuan nantlsta, 
Calif., in place of. Anna McMichael. Incumbent's commission 
expl red February 11, 1924. 

Thomas .J. Wylie to be postmaster at Cedarville, Calif., lo 
place of N .. J. Street. Incumbent's commlsslon expired FebTu
ary 11 , 1924. 

Lola P. Neff to be pmitmastP.r a.t Bl.ggs, Cnllf., In place of 
W. D. Parker. Incumhent's f'Ommisl'llon expired R'ehrua.ry 11. 
]924. 

Craigie S. Sharp to be postmaster at Crannell, Calif., 
in place of C. S. Sharp. Office became third class January 
1, 1924. 

FLORIDA. 

Mary E. Pridgen to be postmaster at Inverness, Fla., in place 
of E. 0. Hay, deceased. . 

IOWA. 

Frederick W. Wodrich, jr., to be postmaster at Mount Vernon,· 
Iowa, in place of F. W. Wodrich, jr. Incumbent's commission 
expired March 22, 1924. 

Miller S. McFarland to be postma.ster at Marshalltown, Iowa, 
in place of M. S . .McFarland. Inclllllbent's commission expired 
March 22, 1924. 

Gladdys Westrope to be postmaster at Elliott, Iowa, in place 
of Gladdys Westrope. Incnmbent's commission expired Maren' 
22, 1924. 

Alexander B. Clark to be postmaster at Qlarinda, Iowa, in,' 
place of A. B. Robinson. Incumbent's commission expired 
March 22, 1924. 

Herbert A. Harvey to be _postmaster at Newell, Iowa, in J>lace 
of N. A. Jensen, resigned. 

Nannie Braden to be postmaster at Macedonia, Iowa, in 
place of Nannie Braden. Office became third class October 1, 
1923. 

XANSAS. 

Josie B. Stewart to be .Postmaster at Sylvan Grove, Kans., in 
place of W. J. Dehler. Incumbent's commission expired Janu~ 
ary 23, 1924. 

Myron Johnson to be postmaster at Oakley, Kans., in place 
of G . .A.. M.illlman. lncumbent's commission e:ii..."J)ired July 28, 
1923. 

KENTUCKY. 

Ronald S. Tuttle to be -postmaster at Bardstown, Ky., in 
place of Henry Whelan. lncumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 4, 1924. 

LOUISIANA.. 

Minnie JU. Baldwin to be postmaster at Bernice, La., in place 
of T. W. Shields, resigned. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Wilhelm 0. Johnson ,to be postmaster at Woronoco, Mass., in 
}>lace of W. C. Ring, resigned. 

:MINNESOTA. 

James .M. Patter.son to be postmaster at West O-Onc-0rd, 
Minn., in ,pl-ace of J.M. Patterson. Incumbent's commission ex-
pired February 18, 1924. . 

Albert A. Peterson to be postmaster at Blooming Prairie, 
Minn., in place of Frank Plotts. Incumbent's commission ex
pired J' uly 28, 1923. 

'.MISSOURI. 

Oley S. Car<lwelJ to be postmaster at St. Clair, Mo., in place 
of R. C. Murphy. Incumbent's commission expired July 25, 
1921. 

Philip M. Beesley to be postmast-er at Robertsville, 1\10., in 
place of P. M. Ileesley. Office became third class January 1, 
1924. 

NEW YOKK. 

Earl G. Fisher to be postmaster at Massena, R Y., in place 
of J. B. Andrews. lncumbent's commission expired February 
14, 192~ 

J. Arthur Ha~bt to be postmaster at ;Feekskill, N. Y., 1n 
_place of James Dimond, resigned. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 

Edith M. Ericson to be postmaster at Underwood, N. D11k., 
in place of E1. M. Ericson. lncumbent's commi.sslon expired 
April 1, 1924. 

-OHIO. 

Oliv~r. O. Itohart to he postmn~ter at Welllngton, Olilo, ln 
place of J. L. Vanarnam. Jncumbent's commission expil•ed 
February 24, 1924. 

A1:1her O. Earley to be postm1u:ter (1t Woodsfield, Oblo. in 
place of A. 0. JUarley. Incumbent's comn1isslon expired J\f::il'ch 
22, JJ)24-

Austin H. Bnsh to he postmaster at Strnshurg-, Ohio, In pince 
of P. -J. Dunn. Incumbent's commisi;;lon expired March 2, 
1924. 

:Tnbn F. AcJamFl to be postmaster nt Lishou. Ohio. ln pl.11ce of 
W. S. Potti:;. Tnrumhent's commJssion expired September 23, 
1923. 
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Rollo J. Hopkins to be postmaster at Edgerton, Ohio, in place 
of R. J. Hopkins. Incumbent's commission expired February 
24. 1924. 
· Harry R. Hebblethwaite to be postmaster at Berlin Heights, 
:ohio, in place of D. L. Kilbride. Incumbent's commission ex· 
pired February 24,. 1924. 

OKLAHOMA. 
Ruth .J. McLane to be postmaster at Lookeba, Okla., in place 

of l\f. L. D. Bruce. Incumbent's commission expired January 
28, 1924. 

PENNSYLV A.NIA. 

Laura P. Keith to be postmaster at Coraopolis, Pa., in place.. 
of J. T. Butler. Incumbent's commission expir~d August 5, 
1923. 

TENNESSEE. 
John M. Whiteside to be postmaster at Bellbuckle, Tenn., in 

place of J. T. Clary. Incumbent's commission expired March 
9, 1924. 

VERJ\IONT. 
David P. MacKenzie to be postmaster at Island Pond, Vt., 

in place of D. P. MacKenzie. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

WASHINGTON. 
Rudolph R. Staub to be postmaster at Bremerton, Wash., in 

place of R. R. Staub. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 11, 1924. 

J. Kirk Carr to be postmaster at Sequim, W.ash., in place of 
rr. F. Laurenson, declined. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 

Executive nomi~iations confirmed by the Se·nate Mar-ch 27, 1924. 
POSTMASTERS. 

THE JOURNAL. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. For what purpase does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. JAMES. I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks 

in the RECORD on the Army appropriation bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. l\Ir. Speaker, I do not object 

to the gentleman's request, but I think it ought to come after 
the reading of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman withhold his request 
until the Journal is read? lrhe Clerk will read the Journal of 
yesterday's proceedings. -

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks on the Army appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani· 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD on the Army 
appropriation bill. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, day before yesterday before 
opening my remarks on the Army bill I asked unanimous con
sent to revise my, remaTks. The RECORD does not show it, but 
my notes do. · 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman's re
quest? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

ILLUSTRATIONS IN THE RECORD. 
Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire with 

reference to the RECOH.D of this morning as to whether permis
sion was secured of the Committee on Printing to put in illus-
trations filling seven columns of the RECORD of a speech made 
by Hon. EMANUEL CELLER, of New York. Under date of Marcl1 
14 on the immigration bill he filled seven columns with illus-
trations. As I understand, permission to do so can only be 
secured through the Committee on Printing for this sort of 
extension of a gentleman's remarks in the RECORD. 

IDAHO, 

·Russ H. Merriman, St. Joe. 
MAINE, 

Cll:u:les C. McLaughlin, Harmony. 
Emily E. Pynes, Sangerville. 

'l'he SPEAKER. Well, the Chair will investigate. The 
. Chair hardly thinks that would be printed unless co.nsent had 

been secured. 

NEW YORK. 

Villa O. Heinold, Cold Brook. 
Charles A. Sandburg~ Jamestown. 
John ,Jack, Lawrence. 
Charles K. Williams, Phoenix. 

OHIO. 

Henry Kemper, Bellefontaine. 
Francis E. Cook, Galion. 
Gertrude El. Lawson, Irondale. 
George F. Barto, State Soldiers' Home. 
Allan R. Trumbull, Swanton. 
Harry L. Liebhart~ Wadsworth. 

SOUTH CAROLIN A, 

Jam es H. McCord, Hodges. 
Nettie C. Moore, Honea Path. 
Henry T. E. Neuburger, Spartanburg. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

Georg-e B. McNeely, Mannington. 
Francis E. Ross, Power. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, March 27, 1924. 

The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Tbe Chaplain, Rev. James Shera l\lontgomery, D. D., offered 

the following prayer : 

Our Father, the God of our refuge, who is the same yester
day, to-day, and forever, we would wait on the Lord. 'Ve are 
thus assured that nothing can separate us from Thy love and 
divine compassion. How we thank Thee for Thy wonderful 
condescension. Make us equal to all events. Ever inspire us 
with the conviction that our work is essential and our tasks 
altogether sacred. Give us the spirit that lifts us joyously and 
courageously to our labor. In the fullness of manly strength 
and character may Thy revelation of moral and spiritual power 
possess us. God in man is the greatest revelation of Himself. 
0 thus bless and endow us. Amen. 

l\Ir . . GARNER of Texas. The fault is probably not with the 
Member but with the Printing Office itself. I understand that 
illustrations are prohibited from being printed unless authorized. 

Mr. TREADW A.Y. The fault seems to be with both, and it 
ought not to be allowed. 

Mr. MADDEN. Yon can not put in illustraMons without the 
consent of the Committee on Printing. 

TAX ON MOTOR VEHICLES. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. ZIHLMAN], who is not here now, acting 
chairman of the committee, I renew the Fequest he made yester
day morni.Ilg to take from the Speaker's table the bill (H. R. 
655) to provide for a tax on motor-vehicle fuels sold in the Dis
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes, to disagree to all the 
Senate amendments, and ask for a conference, with the under
standing, however, that what was agreed upon in the House and 
Senate which is not now in the bill shall go into the bill. 

The SPEAXER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker's table the bill indicated, dis
agree to the Senate amendments, and ask for a conference. Is 
there objection? 

l\fr. CRMITON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
which I do not expect to do, in addition to the tax matter the 
gentleman speaks about there was an amendment put on the 
bill on the floor of the House, which was unanimously adopted, 
having been accepted by the committee in charge of the bill. 

Mr. BLANTON. I will say to the gentleman from Michigan 
that as a member of the conference commit\ee I shall contend 
for this amendment and shall insist that the Cramton amend
ment shall be put back into the bill. It is an amendment which 
ought to be passed, and I would insist on bringing that amend
ment back to the House for a vote of the House before that 
should be stricken out. 

Mr. CRAl\fTON. I very much hope that will be the attitude 
of all the conferees. There are three very important reasons 
justifying that amendment. First, it is fair, because a. large 
part of this tax V11ll be paid QY tourists and•residents of other 
States. Second, it will provide a fund that will result in a 
very speedy improvement of the streets and their lighting; and, 
third, if the gentleman will permit, it will make the tax itself 
much more satisfactory to a man who drives an automobile and 
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knows that the money he pays for gasoline tax is going directly 
to street improvement. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman need not have any uneasiness 
about that. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I am glad to hear it. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER announced the following conferees : Messrs. 

ZIHLMAN, LAMPERT, and BLANTON. 
IMMIGRATION BILL. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report 
from the Committee on Rules for printing. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it by title. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Report from the Committee on Rules for the consideration of the 

blll H. R. 7995, a bill to limit imm1gration of aliens into the 
United States. 

The SPEAKER. Referred to the House Calendar and or
dered to be printed. 

LETTER FROM SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
Mr. CRAM'rON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my remarks in the RECORD by inserting a letter re
ceived from the Secretary of the Treasury concerning a bill 
on the Private Calendar to which I objected the other night 
concerning the loss of coupons upon bonds. I think the facts 
stated by the department will be of interest to the Members of 
the House. 

~rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD for the 
purpose indicated. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CRAl\ITON. Mr. Speaker, under the leave granted I 
insert the following letter to me from the Secretary of the 
Treasury with reference to payment for lost detached bond 
coupons. While this has particular reference to H. R. 3748 
now pending on the Private Calendar of the House, the general 
policy to be followed is involved and the statement of facts and 
conditions presented by the department is worthy of considera
tion. The letter is as follows : 

THE SECRETARY OF THI! TREASURY, 

Washington, March 25, .t9s4. 
MY DEAR CONGRESSMAN : I have noted a discussion which occurred 

on th.e floor of the House on March 21, 1924, in regard to H. R. 3748, 
"A bill for the relief of the Lebanon National Bank," providing tor 
the relief on accoullt of the loss, theft, or destruction for coupons 
detached from bonds or notes. As you objected to the consideration 
of the bill, I deem it advisable to furnish you with certain informa
tion in regard to the matter in view of some of the statements that 
were made in the course of the discussion in the House. 

'l'he committee report states that "the Secretary of the Treasury 
interposes no objection to the bill • •." This statement is 
obviously an error for in my letter to the chairman of the committee, 
dated January 19, 1924, which is printed in the same report, I set 
forth objec:tions and stated that the Treasury is opposed to the passage 
of the hlll. 

It would be particularly unfortunate if this bill should become a 
law in view of the fact that the United States would not be able to 
protect itself against duplicate payment. And as pointed out in my 
rel'lort on the bill, it . would be unsafe to grant relief against bonds 
of indemnity. It would also let loose a flood of similar legislation, as 
there are thousands of cases of lost, stolen, or destroyed coupons, and 
many cases of presumably destroyed coupons without positive proof 
of destruction. 'l'he United States would thus be placed in the posi
tion of paying a portion of its debt twice without any means of pro- · 
tection, and there is no equitable reason why it should bear the burden, 
in a large number of cases, of the loss occasioned by the neglect or 
carelessness of the owner of the securities. 

It was stated on the floor of the House that it would be the easiest 
thing under the sun to put in a system whereby an efficient file clerk 
will be able to consult the file or canceled coupons in order to deter
mine the facts and protect the United States against a double payn1ent. 
Apparently the magnitude of the coupon business is not fully appre
ciated. There are at the present time something over 26,000,000 pieces 
of bearer public-debt securities outstanding. Coupons generally ma
ture by six months' periods; accordingly, some 52,000,000 separate 
coupons will be presented for payment in the course of each year. 
While these coupons come from the 26,000,000 pieces outstanding, as 
a mattel' of fact such coupons may. pertain to any one of the very 
much larger number of securities originally issued-some 150,000,000 
pieces. Coupons are paid by the Treasurer of the United States and 
by the Federal reserve banks and branches. As a matter of usual pro
cedure practically all such coupons are cashed at the holder's own 

bank or post office, and thereafter are cleared through Federal reserve 
banks to the Treasurer of the United States. In their examination ot 
paid coupons, Federal reserve banks and the Treasurer of the United 
States make no attempt to arrange them by serial numbers; they could 
not do so, as a practical matter. '.rhe paid coupons finally are for
war~ed by the 'l'reasurcr to the Register ot the Treasury, where an 
audit is made to determine the correctness of the payments made. 
Thereafter the coupons are assorted to serial numbers and the fact of 
~ayment is recor?ed on numerical register. At this point presumably 
it might be possible to take account of a notation previously made. 
There is no certainty, however, that this could be done, for the volume 
of transactions is so great, the number of pieces is so enormous, the 
serial numbers run so high (eight digits), and so many hundred clerk.s 
are engaged on. the work that errors will be made in the assortment 
and recordation. '.rhere are at the present time on file in the register's 
office approximately 550,000,000 interest coupons, and the work is not 
current. 

The department has undertaken the assortment of coupons to serial 
number and recordation of the fact of payment ·because .of the charges 
that have been made that the public debt has been largely duplicated. 
The temporary Liberty bonds, for the most part, have been retired, and 
the number of pieces of securities outstanding has bee·n reduced to a 
more or less manageable basis. In submitting its estimates for the 
fiscal year 1925 the department contemplated continuing this particular 
coupon work. The House .Appropriations Committee considered the as
sortment and recordation of paid coupons an unnecessary expenditure, 
and the Treasury Department estimates for the public-debt service were 
reduced in the amount of $234,000, the estimated cost of the work next 
year. In his report on the Treasury Department bill made in tho 
House on January 29, 1924, the chairman of the Appropriations Com
mittee referred to the reduction of $234,000, stating that by suc:tl. 
elimination the committee indicates that a change should be made in 
the present methods of handling interest coupons. As the bill contain
ing the reduced item has passed both Houses of Congress it will be 
necessary another year to discontinue these records, and, accordingly, 
after July 1 next a final check in the matter of separate coupons will 
not be possible. 

It is not my intention in writing this to assert that these records 
should be maintained. I am merely calling the matter to your atten
tion in order that you may know 1t will be absolutely impossible for 
the Treasury to be protected against payments if bills such as the one 
under consideration are enacted. 

I might also add there seems to be some confusion ·as to th·~ 
negotiability of a Government coupon. As I pointed out in my letter of 
January 19, 1924, United States bearer obligations pass by de2ivery 
without indorsement and without notice to the Treasury Department, 
so that under generally recognized principles of law an innocent pur
chaser for value, without notice before maturity, acquires good title 
thereto, even though reported lost, stolen, or destroyed. They pass 
from band to hand almost like money, and contrary to the statement 
that was made on the floor, there is no requirement that a slip must 
be made out in the case of Government obligations of this character. 

Very truly yours, 

Hon." Lours C. CRAMTON, 
House of Representatives. 

A. W. MELLON, 
Secretary of the Treastwy. 

SALARIES OF OFFICIALS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE FEDERAL RESERVE 
BANKS. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I renew my re
quest made last night to print in the RECORD a letter from the 
governor of the Jrederal Reserve Board-some remarks rela
tive to the salaries and expenses of the several Federal re
serve banks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD for the pur· 
pose indicated. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, under leave 
granted to extend my remarks in the RECORD I insert the fol
lowing: 

Hon. ELMER THOMAS, 

FEDERAL RESERVE BOA:RD, 

Washington, March 19, 1924. 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. O. 
MY DEAR Mn. THOMAS: In response to that part of your letter of 

March 10 to Secretary Mellon relating to the number and salaries of 
officials and employees of the Federal reserve banks, I take pleasure in 
inclosing herewith a statement showing the number and salaries of 
officers and employees at each Federal reserve bank and at each Fed
eral reserve branch as at close of business December 31, 1923. 

Very truly yours. 
D. R. CRISSINGER, Governor. 
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Number and annual salaries of officers and employees of eacn Federal reiterD't bank and branch as of December st, 19~. 

Federal reserve bank: or branch. 

Officers. Employees. Total in-
1----.....,-----,------i-----l;_---.....,-------,:-----.....,------,,------1 cludea fol

lowing re

Chairman 

~· 
and Federal Governor. Other 

reserve officers. 
Total 
officers. 

Banking 
depart
ment 

Federal 
reserre 

agent's de
partment. 

Auditing 
depart
ment. 

ag~~~a~e- Total 
partment. employ~. 

imbursable 
salaries, 

principally 
in fiscal 

agency de
partment. 

agent. 

All Federal reserve banks combined: 
Numb&---------------------------------- 12 12 312 336 10, 044. 50 344 315 956. 50 11, 660 5i2. &l 
Sal&~L-------!--~------------,==~~~·~~=·1==$=300~.=~=~$=2='=fil=9=·=m=o=~$=~~M=7='=m=o~=h=3=,~~=·00~2=~~·=H=S=,fi=7=4~=~~~=·~=?=6~=·=1=,~~=·4=8=6~~=1=~='M~~~~~8~=~~~0~,=1=~ 

Boston (total): Number ____________ ';. _______________ _ 
Salaries. ___________ • ____________ • __ -------
Head office-Number __________________________ _ 

Salaries _____ ---- ________ • ____ -----. --_ 
H Rb ana agency-

1 
$1S,OOO 

1 
$18,~ 

l 
$25, '000 

1 
$25, 000 

13 
$99, ·()4() 

13 
$99,00 

15 
$142,040 

15 
$1'12,040 

639 
$838, 110 

636 
$831, 250 

~1 
$65, 440 

- .31 
$65, 1140 

'16 
$32, 220 

1fi 
$32, "220 

58 744 
$92, 824 . $1, 028, 594 

58 741 
'$92, 824 . $1, 021, 734 

17 
$25, 680 

17 
$25,680 

Number _____________________________ -~---------- ---------- --~------ ----------- -a 
'$6, 860 

3 
$1,860 Salaries ________ ----------------------- _____ ------- ----- --- ---- ------------ ---- ------ --

New York (total): 
Number.---------------------------Salaries _____ • ____ --- ____ • _ ------. __ -- --- -• 
Head office-

N uml)er _ --- __ -------- _____ ------- ___ _ 
Salaries .. ___ ----- ___ --- • -- ---------- --

B ufialQ branch-

1 
130.~ 

1 
'$30,000 ' 

1 
$50, 000 

1 
$50,000 

Number.--------------------~---- ---------- -----------
Salaries __________ --------------------- _ -------- ___ - -----------

Philadelphia: 
Number.---------------------·--------Salarit"s ______ --------------------- _______ _ 

Cleveland (total): 
Number---------------------------------Salaries _____ • -- ------·- •• ______ •• _. _______ _ 
Head officc-

Number.-----. - • ____ ---- ___ ----------Salaries ____________ ._-----_ --- _______ _ 
Cincinnati branch-

1 
'$15, 000 

1 
$25,000 

1 
$25,000 

l 
$25,000 

1 
$30,000 

1 
$30,000 

N urn ber _. _________________________ --·-----·--- ------------
Salaries .. ____ ------------------------- ------------ _ -----------

Pittsburgh branch-

WJ:~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::: :::::::::::: 
Richmond (total): 

Number-------------------------------Salaries ________ • _________________ •• ______ _ 

Head offioo-
Numbei:.. •••••••• ---------------------Sa1aries ________ • _____ ---- ______ • _____ _ 

Baltimore branch-

1 
$ID, 000 

1 
$15, {}00 

1 
$18,000 

1 
$18, 000 

~J:;~;~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 
Atlanta (total): 

Number.-------------------------------- 1 1 
~~~8mro.:::----------------------------- "$12, uoo $18, 000 

Number.-------------------•··------ 1 1 Salaries_______________________________ $12, oon $18, ooo 
Birmingham branob-

JJ~;[~i~~~::::::=:=::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 
Nas=~~~:::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 
Ne!~~~i~~~===:::::::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 

Rab~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~ 
Savannah agency-

.38 
$409, 000 

.34 
"$386, 200 

4 
$23,300 

J.2 
$5,300 

25 
$170,270 

13 
$101,000 

6 
$31,070 

6 
$37, 600 

23 
$134, 700 

16 
$99,800 

7 
$34, 900 

31 
$159,300 

14 
$80, 500 

3 
$12, 900 

3 
$11, 800 

3 
$11,400 

II 
$29, 500 

1 
$6, 900 

Chi~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ::::=~= ::::~~: ~ ~ 
H~d office- $276, 65t> 

Del~~~::::::::::::::::::::::: $24,.cxi, $35, r;}, 

•.. 'NJ~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::~: ::::::-_:::;: 
~1~ffice::·-------------------------- $18,-000 $25, ooo 

Number·---------------------------- 1 1 
Lutt-1&~-iiriWCii=--------------------- $18, ooo $25, ooo 

. , L<J~~~~~~:::::::::::::::=:::: :::::::::::: ::::::::::: 

'• "~~::::::::::::::::::::~ ~~:::~::: ::=::~::: 
Minneapolis (~);---~---------------. ~-------- ___ ..._ ____ _ 

Number__________________________________ 1 l 

·t~~ce-=--·--------'..I·-----------~ $U, rOOO ! "$20, llfJO 
.. " NUmb 

Salarie~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: $15, oo5 $20, ~ 

• 

28 
$238. 750 

8 
$37, 900 

26 
$133,-540 

14 
$81,930 

• $15, 600 

ll 
$18, 430 

$8D,'4b 

!3 
$72, 000 

40 .2, 874 
$489, 500 $3, 898, 013 

.S6 2, 244 
$466, '200 $3, Z39, 613 

4 
$23,ZOO 

14 
$135,300 

J.30 
$158, 400 

683 
$900, 825 

2:7 925 
$225, 270 $1, 223, 920 

l5 
'$156,600 

6 
$31,070 

6 
$37, 600 

25 
$167, 700 

18 
$132, 800 

7 
$34, 900 

83 
$189, 300 

16 
$110, 500 

3 
$12, 900 

.3 
$11,800 

540 
$747,91'1 

148 
$171,808 

237 
$304, 198 

631 
$730,090 

1141 
$509, 790 

190 
$220, 300 

369 " 
$421, 500 

219 
$237, 464 

26 
$30, 580 

:29 
$31, ?40 

69 
$150, 850 

69 
$t50, 350 

.M 
$110, 144 

28 
$64, 500 

28 
$64,500 

14 
$28, 560 

u 
$28, 560 

9 
$19, 580 

9 
$19, 580 

72 
$159, 040 

72 
$159,040 

32 
$62, 550 

30 
™,896 

25 
$57, 504 

3 
$3,552 

2 
$3,84.0 

18 
$33,270 

14 
$26,910 

4 
$6, 360 

17 
$29,040 

14 
$23, 940 

~ 
$ll, 400 

26 . ----------- ------------
:$32, 376 

183 2, 698 
'$351, 030 $4, 058, 433 

182 2, 567 
$350, 130 $3, 899, 133 

1 
• "$900 

131 
$159, 300 

53 822 
$1, 430 . $\ 154., 949 

123 1, 106 
$202, 434 $1, 555, 750 

84 677 
'$147, 408 $1, 017, 326 

20 
$28,410 

T9 
"$28, 016 

50 
$67, 520 

4~ 
$65,960 

1 
$1, 560 

44 
$64, 060 

35 
$54, 100 

3 
$4,440 

171 
$203, 770 

258 
$334,654 

713 
$859,440 

518 
$631, 220 

lll5 
$228,.220 

439 
.$534, 180 

277 
$335, 084 

26 
$30, 580 

29 
$31, 740 

29 
$36, 816 

64.5 
$ll3, 510 

63.5 
$112,-filO 

: ~ 
17 

$31, 520 

100 
$154, 256 

68 
.$115,1>29 

13 
$19, 266 

19 
$19, 361 

41 
$63, 210 

40 
$51,650 

1 
. $1, 560 

25 
$37, 980 

20 
$32,400 

'3 
$4.-,440 

5 
$29, 500 

64 ------------ 3 6 73 
$91, 280 

2 
$1, 140 $80,iOOO r ---------- $5, 100 $5, 520 · 

1 
$6, 900 ;&. ·----------- ------------ -----------

$7, 660 ' ----·~~------ --------- ------------
4 

$7,600 

2 
$6,300 

1 
$1,020 

43 1, 479 
$335, 650 $2, 031, il30 

85 1, 320 
$297, 750 $1, 802, 710 

8 
$3.7. 900 

28 
$176, 540 

16 
$12q30 

~ 
$15, 600 

• f1s, ~o 

4 
$17,080 

19 
$™,..200 

l5 
$107, 000 

159 
$228, 920 i 

M3 
$708, 956 

338 
$.439, AQO 

55 
$76, 620 

'81 
$1()(), 916 

69 
$91,920 

357.5 
~1'E1,4D8 

309 
$380,488 

61 
$122, 980 

59 
$120,040 

2 
$2, 940 

13 
$29, 700 

13 
$29,700 

S23,~~ I 
12 

$23, 380 

38 
$70, 860 

34 
$62, 700 

~ 
$8, '160 

13 I 

•$17,'940 

9 
$l~480 

1 
$1, liOO 

1 

1 
$1, 020 

105 1,683 
$182, 240 $2, 407, 710 

100 l, &:111 
$173, 560 $2, 159, 010 

jj 

$8,680 ~ 

58 
$89,300 

58 
.$&9, 300 

170 
$248. 700 

6'0 
$845,896 

~18 
$570, 98.0 

65 
$100, 780 

M 
$106, 780 

22 
'$36, '720 

~ 
$36, 720 

56 ------------
.$78, 120 ----------· 

82 ----·-------
$J. 620 . -·---·--- $102., 536 l ---------· 

12 . 
8l21,200 

10 
$18, 500 

\ ._ __________ _ 

'87. ll I 
.$1.lli, 458 ' 

83 
$109, 368 

71 -----------
- 260 ---------

(69 : 
$597, 036 1 

414 
$531, 736 

71. 
4$100, 754 

66 
$92, 66( 
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1'{umber and annual salaries of officers and employees of each Federal reserve bank and branch as of December ~1, 191!$-Continued. 

Officers. 

Federal reserve bank or branch. Chairman 
anrl Federal Other 

reserve Governor. officers. 
agent. 

' ~ 

Minneapolis-Continued 
Helena Branch-

Number __ . ________ ---- •• __ --···-·-··- ------------ _ ... __________ 4 
Salaries .. __ .. __________________ •• _____ ------------ ------·-----· $17, 200 

Kansas City (total): 
Number _______ -----··--·-···-··-----·- ___ 1 1 26 Salaries ___________________________________ -$15, 000 $20, 000 $133,820 
Head office-

Number ____________ ------------· _____ 1 1 13 
Salaries. ________ .•••••• ____ ----- ---• -- $15, 000 $20, 000 $78, 700 

Denver branch-
Number _______ •••• ---------------. ___ ------------ ----------·- 4 
Salaries .. ______________ ------ ___ -----_ ------------ ................................. $16, 200 

Oklahoma city branch-
Number _________ ------------ __ ------_ ------------ ------------ 4 
Salaries ... ---·-·---- ______ --------- __ . ------------ ------------ $15, 600 

Omaha branch-Number _______ • ____________________ -_ ------------ ------------ 5 
Salaries ________________ ·-------- __ --~- -----------· ----------·- $23, 320 

Dallas (total): 
Number ______ ._------------------ _______ . 1 1 21 
Salaries _____________ -----·-- ________ -----_ $18, 000 $18,000 $103, 350 
Head office-

Number ____ •• ___ ------ ___ ·----------_ 1 1 13 
Salaries _______ ------- ___________ -----_ 

El Paso branch-
$18, 000 $18,000 $71,850 

Number _____ ------------------------· ------------ ----------·- 4 
Salaries ____________________ -------- ___ ------------ ------------ $16, 500 

Houston branch-
Number------------------------------ ------------ ------------ 4 
Salaries .. __ . ___________________ ----- __ ------------ ------------ $15, 000 

San Francisco (total): 
Nu:m ber ____ ~- ______ ----- __________ . ----- _ 1 1 39 
Salaries .. ________ ------------·------ ______ $24,000 $25, 000 $214, 900 
Head office-Number __________ • ______ • ____________ 1 1 18 

Salaries _________ ----·- __ - -- - --- ---- -- -
Los Angeles branch-

$24, 000 $25, 000 $121, 800 

Number _____ ----- --- _________ . ----- __ ------------ ------------ 5 
Salaries .. ____ ._-------- ___ •• __________ ------------ --·--------- $22, 920 

Portland branch-
Number ___ . ______ -------------_------ ------------ ------------ 4 
Salaries ____ • ___ . _____ -------. ___ . _____ ------------ ------------ $16, 680 

Salt Lake City Branch-
Number---- __ --------------. - --- -- ---

_,.. __________ ------------ 5 
Salaries ____________ ---- -- --- --- -- ---- - ------------ -·----------- $23, 500 

Seattle branch-
Number. ____ ---------------- __ ------_ ............................. ------------ 3 
Salaries ___________ --------- ___ ---- ____ ------------ ------------ $12, 540 

Spckane branch-
Number ______ ------- ________________ . ------------ ------------ 4 
Salaries _____ . ____ • ________________ . - - _ ------------ ------------ $17, 460 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. ROSENBLOOM, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill 
of the following title, when the Speaker signed the same: 

S. 214. An act for the relief of the Old National Bank of 
Martinsburg, Martinsburg, W. Va. 

WAR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 
7877. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 

the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill H. R. 7877, with Mr. TILSON in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of the bill H. R. 7877, the War Department appropriation bill, 
which the Clerk will report by title. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
A bill (H. R. 7877) making appropriations for the military and 

nonmilitary activities for the War Department for tbe fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1925, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee l'ose yesterday there 
was a point of order pending against an amendment offered by 
the gentleman from -Texas [Mr. HUDSPETH]. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to take just a 
minute of the House's time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Ohair will hear the gentleman briefly. 
Mr. SNELL. Under section 2 of Rule XXI the rule says: 

Employees. Total in-
eludes fol· 
lowing re· 
imbursable 

Banking Federal Auditing Fiscal salaries 
Total reserve Total principilly 

officers. depart- agent's de- depart- agency de- employees. in fiscal ment. partment. ment. partment. agency de-
partment. 

4 48. 5 ....... _________ 2 4. 5 55 5 
$17, 200 $57, 010 ........................... $2, 700 $6, 090 $65, 800 $8, 090 

28 626 15 18 73 732 107 
$168,820 $878, 040 $32,040 $30, 120 $134, 240 $1, 074, 440 $142,223 

15 362 15 13 61 451 88 
$113, 700 $521, 520 $32, 040 $22,«0 $111, 920 $687, 920 $113, 003 

4 77 ------------ 1 4 82 3 
$16, 200 $104,400 ------------ $1, 560 $7, 080 $113, 040 $4, 980 

4 94 ------------ 1 4 99 
$4,9J $15, 600 $116, 340 ------------ $1, 560 $6, 720 $124, 620 

11 93 ------------ 3 4 100 13 
$23, 320 $135, 780 ------------ $4, 560 $8, 520 $148,860 $19, 320 

23 454 15 21 43 533 18. 58 
$139, 350 $626, 320 $36, 620 $39, 420 $73, 310 $775, 670 $32, 510 

15 329 14 16 40 399 15. 33 
$107,850 $459,260 $33, 620 $29, 520 $68, 240 $590,640 $27,020 

4 61 ------------ 2 3 
$91, 3~i 3. 25 

$16, 500 $82, 120 ------------ $4, 140 $5, 070 $5,490 

4 64 1 3 ·----------- 68 ------------$15, 000 $84, 940 $3, 000 $5, 760 ------------ $93, 700 ------------
41 964 23 28 79 1,094 24. 76 

$263, 900 $1, 408, 460 $60, 280 $49,320 $134, 640 $1, 652, 700 $44, 979 

20 330 23 14 64 431 10. 76 
$170, 800 $498, 320 $60, 280 $25,080 $107,820 $691, 500 $20, 319 

5 267 ------------ 4 2 273 8 
$22, 920 $363, 900 -·---------- $6, 660 $3, 360 $373, 920 $13, 860 

4 79 ------------ 1 5 85 ------------$16, 680 $110,400 ------------ $1, 200 $9,000 $120, 600 
______ .. _____ 

5 155 ------------ 5 2 162 2 
$23,500 $247, 680 ------------ $8, 880 $3,840 $260, 400 $3, 840 

3 "68 ------------ 2 4 74 2 
$12, 540 $93, 360 ------------ $3, 120 $6, 780 $103, 260 $3, 120 

4 65 ---·-------- 2 2 69 2 
$17, 460 $94,800 ------------ $4,380 $3,840 $103,020 $3,840 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, 
or be in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not pre
viously authorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for 
such public works and objects as are already in progress. 

Under section 821, defining what is meant by " projects al
ready in progress," it specifically states: 

The purchase of adjoining land for a work already established bas 
been admitted under this principle. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. HUDSPETH] states that this 
land is' adjoining to the Fort Bliss Reservation. So far as the 
parliamentary situation is concerned, there is absolutely no 
question but that the amendment is in order. But personally 
I think it is wrong economically to allow such a proposition to 
come in. But so far as the amendment is concerned, it is abscr 
lutely in order. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, may I say just a word? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Ohair will be glad to· hear the gentle

man from Ohio. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. I have looked up the precedents sine~ 

I addressed the House last evening, and there is no question in 
the world but that the precedents all hold that where it is con
templated to purchase land which is in fact adjacent to any 
land owned by the Government it is deemed to be a continua~ 
tion of a public work, and that has been the uniform line of 
precedents. It is noteworthy, however, that in these prece
dents, which appears in Hinds', fourth volume, section 3766, 
and following for several pages, the point of order was usually 
made by an eminent parliamentarian. Mr. Olmsted, of Penn
sylvania, made the point of order on two or three different 
occasions, as did Mr. Cannon, of Illinois, and others. 

What I want to suggest to the Chair is that there are times 
when it may be advisable to depart from the precedents, where 

• 
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it is evident that the precedents are against the public interest. 
For instance, if the Chair should hold, following these prece~ 
dents, in this particular case that it is in order to appropriate 
land or take land, as is contemplated by the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Texas, merely because it is adjacent 
to an existing military reservation, we find this sort of a 
situation: If, for instance, the Government owned an acre of 
land which was a reservation of some sort, it would be in 
order to annex the township to that land-the township in 
which it lay. Thereupon it would be in order to annex the 
entire county, after which it would be in order to annex the 
State. The State having been annexed, it would be in order 
to annex the whole United States, and even, as the gentleman 
from Kentucky suggested to me a moment ago, the 3-mile limit. 

Now, that seems to be a perfect absurdity. It seems that 
tl1e original ruling was made without due regard to its final 
effect. The present occupant of the chair is an extremely 
broad-minded man. He attempts in his rulings, whenever 
possible, to have. the public good first in mind. I suggest to the 
Chair that this would be a very fine opportunity to overrule 
this general line of precedents, in order that we may not be 
faced with such an absurdity as the one now before us. 
- Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield for a question? 

Mr. LONGWORTH.. I will yield to the gentleman with 
pleasure. 

l\Ir. GARNER of Texas. I have not been in close attendance 
upon the proceedings of the committee, but my recollection is 
that the Chair bas already had one experience of that kind 
and the committee failed to sustain h~s viewpoint. 

Let me ask of the Chairman and of the gentleman from 
Ohio, Who is to determine whether this is good public policy 
or not? 

Who is to determine whether the precedents of 50 years past 
are good or bad precedents? Is the one man now sitting in the 
chair to revolutionize the precedents of the House of Repre
sentatives for the last 50 years because, forsooth, his judgment 
is not in accord with them? A very distinguished Speaker of 
this House has said, and very truly said, that this House is 
master of itself; and if we can establish the precedent here that 
one man can overrule the precedents of 50 years, then the House 
can establish another precedent and produce another revolution, 
as it did some years ago when it upset itself and produced what 
amounted to a revolution. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Let me suggest to the gentleman that 
the precedents do not go back 50 years. The first precedent 
quoted was in 1907, 16 years ago. After all, it was a very tech
nical decision. · 

Of course I am not in favor of revolution, in what I said to 
the Chair, or suggesting that he would put himself again in a 
position where he would be in danger of being overruled. I 
would suggest, however, that the Chair submit this question to 
the House for its determination. I should be very glad to abide 
by the decision of the House. 

Mr. BLANTON. Before the Chair rules on that subject, Mr. 
Chairman, I would like to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair i.s ready to rule, but he will 
hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BLANTON. For a moment, in view of what the gentle
man from Ohio [Mr. LONGWORTH] has said. Whenever ex
pediency enters into a decision of the Chair gentlemen are going 
to find themselves meeting their decisions face to face, coming 
back again. 

I want to remind the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LoNGWORTH] 
of his position that was taken here on a District bill once, when 
tbe gentleman from Michigan {Mr. CRAMTON] was insisting on 
his provision in the bill to buy land adjoining a school building 
and erect a new school building on it in lieu of the old one. I 
remember very distinctly the ruling of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. LONGWORTH] on that matter, to wit: That it was a con
tinuing operation on the part of the Government; it was a con
tinuing business, because, having the old building, the new one 
contemplated was in the nature of repair work, and so on, and 
it even went further than that. Another questign came up 
about buying new playgrounds entirely across the street from 
the existing building. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, will. the gentleman yield 
there? • 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 
Mr. MADDEN Of course, the gentleman's ruling at the time 

was based on a request by the Government for the purchase of 
the land, but there is no such request before us now. 

Mr. BLANTON. I want to show how far it went. It even 
went to the extent of buying a new playground entirely across 
the street. There was a street there intervening. I stood on 

the floor and argued against the precedent that would be thus 
established. But expediency intervened and controlled. 

They wanted these playgrounds across the street and they 
wanted the new building, and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
LONGWOR'.rH] did not hesitate to set aside precedents then. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. But, as I recall, that was not an amend
ment offered from the floor. 

Mr. BLANTON. No; it was in the bill, but it was legisla
tion. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. It was legislation reported by the com
mittee. 

Mr. BLANTON. But it has been held for 50 years that an 
appropriations committee has no more right to put legislation 
in an appropriation bil1 than any Member has from the floor. 
A committee can not do a thing in an appropriation bill legis
latively which any Member from the floor can not do, so far as 
new legislation is concerned. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The "gentleman from Ohio" will admit 
that sometimes he takes the easiest way when he is in the 
chair. 

l\fr. BLANTON. I know that; but then he always meets 
himself coming back, as in the present instance. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Nevertheless, I should think it would 
be very wise to change this line of precedents. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi de

sire to be heard on the point of order? 
Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 
'l'be CHAIRMAN. The Ohair \Vill be glad to hear the 

gentleman. 
l\fr. RANKIN. In reply to the argument of the gentleman 

from Ohio [l\fr. LONGWORTH] to the effect that these points of 
order were made by eminent parliamentarians, and should be 
given great weight, even if they were overruled, I would like 
to call the Chair2s attention to the fact that in the case re
ported in Hinds' Precedents, section 3769, the amendment was 
offered by Mr . .Joseph G. Cannon, himself one of the most emi
nent parliamentarians, perhaps, this House h.as had in many 
years. That is one of the cases carrying out the contention 
of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. HunsPETHJ in opposition 
to this point of order. 

I wish to cal1 the Chair's attention to the fact also that the 
case reported in Hinds' Precedents, section 3771, was decided 
by possibly the ablest parliamentarian who ever presided oYer 
this bocly, the Hon . .James R. Mann, of Illinois. Then there is 
another case reported in Hinds' Precedents, section 3768, which 
carries out the contention of the gentleman from Texas. That 
cas~ also was decided by a very eminent parliamentatian, 
l\Ir. Dalzell, of Pennsylvania. 

So, if you are asked to sweep aside former decisions of the 
Chair and merely look to the eminence of the gentlemen who 
made the points of order, I submit the Chair might take into 
consideration also the eminent parliamentarians who offered 
these amendments, as well as those eminent parliamentarians 
who rendered these decisions, all of which, under these sec
tions, carry out the contention of the gentleman from Texas 
in opposition to this point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, H may be suggested in fur
th~r corroboration of what the gentleman from Missis;ippi has 
·said, that on more than one occasion, as in the present instance 
the Chairman, in· deciding such points of order, has reserved hi~ 
decision until the succeeding day, so that these opinions have 
r:ot b~n hastily rendered but are the studied results of long de
llberat10n by some of the ablest men who have presided over the 
deliberations of the committee. 

I regret to have to differ somewhat from the gentleman from 
Ohio as to the logical reason for these decisions. The gentle
man from Ohio very well suggests that we might carry the ap
plication of this doctrine to the extreme and admit an amend
ment providing for the annexation of a county, a State, or even 
the entire United States. Of course, there is no argument which 
can not be carried to the absurd. reductio ablrnrdum. These bills 
provide for the purchase of ammunition. We might by the 
same analogy provide for tlle purchase of millions of rounds of 
unnecessary ammunition, but of course the rule has never been 
invoked for that purpose, and no amendment of the extreme 
nature suggested by the gentleman from Ohio will ever be seri
ously proposed. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CANNON. Yes. 
Mr RANKIN The case decided by l\1r. Dalzell in section 3768 

of Hinds' Precedents-instead of 3769, as -I suggested a while 
fl.go-was decided 24 years ago, May 4, 1900. That carries us 
back approximately a quarter of a century. 
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l\h-. OAN:NON. That is true, nnd the.rre were maey .similar mer:its of the ,proposition, the ipresent occupant of 'the chair 
'decisions pnior to that ·t:tme. I might -say, 1\fr. Chairman, 1tha:t is not at ,all sensiti:'Ve about such things, because 'he tries 'to 
it is but logical .to eocpect increases in the ·urea. of rifle ran~s. :rule •according to what he believes to be right and best from 
ImproV€ments a11e being constant]Ur made :in rtbe .m3llufi(ctlll"e of the parliamentary standpoint, ·to maintain the orderly pro
rifies and the range of all firearms .constantly increases year ·to oodure ot this House as ,;__t should be for the ipublic good. Be
y:ear. A liange which was considered phenominal a quarter of yond this he is not at all concerned. .The merits of the proposi
a century ago would to-day be considered very ordinary. It tion in all cases should stand upon their •own bottom. [Ilhe 
may .berrecalle:d nhat the English, when tbey toOk over ·Gibraltar, Chair overrules the point of <>:rd.er. 
demanded in addition to the fortress itself a margin of .200 Mr. HUDSBETH. Mr. Ohainman, -0wtng •to the fact that I 
yards of land adjacent to the .:fort in order to put 'the ·bnundnry have a 1llt1lle data that is neces.'iary to be read to the committee, 
line beyond the range of hostile artillery. I ask unanimous consent that 1I may =speak on the amendment 

No doubt tl1e diplomats who n~gotiaitje<l that treaty wo1,1ld for 10 minutes. 
be much sur~;n1sed to know that mo.dern artillery has developed mhe ·OHMPW\UN. The gentleman .from Texas asks unani· 
such a ·r.ange that in the recent war Paris •Was ,bombarded m-0us consent ,to ,proceed .for 10 minutes. Ts 'there objection'? 
from a point something like 50 miles away. In the develop• [:A.fter :a pause.] The Ohair hea;rs none. 

· ment .of gunnery it is just as essential to ha:ve ;an .adequate Mr. !HUDSPETH. Mr. 1Chairma11 and gentlemen o'f the eonr 
range as it is to have ammunition, target.$, or any other ac· mittee, it seemed to be .in .the mind of the gentleman from Ohio 
cessories ...requiued for rifle practice, and at is .quite possible, [Mr. LONGWORTH] ·that one reason why 'the amendment ,shoulfi 

· if not certain, that land which was considered ample lfor be held ;out of ordel' wns ihut there was rtoo much land sought 
that purpose a decade ago may today be wholly inadequate. to .be purchased. I wa11t 1;o sta:te to the House that, of coUI"se, 

The theory- admitting such amendments is not only . .sup· if we .ha:d been silly enough, or if the commanding general at 
potted by a long and unbroken line of .precedentEJ, but .is in Fort Bliss ha.a 1been 'Silly enough, be could have asked for 'the 
keepi.Qg with legislative requirements and -sound reasoning. purl!hn:se of all the tevrito!1y · in -El Paso County adjoining this 

Mr. LONGWORTII. lUr. Chairman, am I right in the idea post, but I want to state to the gentleman from ·0hio and 'to 
that a point of order has been maa..e, .not only that this is not the •merube.vs of the committee 'that every acre o1f this ·land 
a continuation of a public woik but that it. i:s -n<>t germane that is sought to be purchased has been used by the ·Federal 
to this 'Particular paragr~h? . 

1 
'Gov-ernment ·for 1.5 yea11s, a.t a •cost of <$1 -pe·r year to the ·Fed-

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks both points of order em.I Gaverrrment, up to the Nth da.~ of January, when a por-
were made. tion •of .this '1and wa:s 1en-sed, and the Government now pays an 

1\1r. LONGWORTH. That is wnat I understood. . annual rental of $6,000 for a portion of it. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Ohair is ready to rule. .After wan· · The Federal Government, gentlemen, ha·s used this lA:nd "for 

dering for a long time through the intricate maze of CQnfiict- 15 yea:rs, the chamber o'f commerce for a number of years lens
ing decisions relating to Iimitatioll.$, germ.aneness, and the ing it from the owners, and the citizens of El Paso paying 'the 
Holman rule, it 'is really a jQy to come out into the open sun· lease. The Government has •used it for maneuvering purposes, 
shine where there is but one line of decisions and be able , has cut -up this land ·with its artillery and has tramped over it 
to follow this 'line. In ,reading the bi11 the Olerk hud reached 1 fflld tramped out the grass and the turf with its cavalry 'horses 
tbe item "Shooting galleries and uanges." ~his paxagrOJ)h, , ffir 1.5 years. I want 'to ask this coonmittee if they do not think, 
among other things, provides ranges for small.arms tal'get in an 'fairness to the citizenship and to the people who own 
practice, and so on. To this _paxa.gr8J)h the gentleman from this land, that the Federal 'GoV'ernment ought to pay some
Texas [Mr: HUDSPETH] offers an amendment in effect ,provid- thing for it. 
ing for the acquisition of ·s,600 acres of land adjoining the . Let me again call to your minds, gentlemen, the fact that 
Fort Bliss Military Reservation in T€xas as an addition to the Fort 'Bliss military post is a division post, the second 
saicl 'Fort 'Bliss Military Reservation for maneuvedng, drill largest, '.I 'believe, in the South. The old post was established, 
ground, target practice, artillery practice, and other military as I stated yesterday, I think, before the Civil War, the ·new 
purposes. It is conceded that this .is a reservation 1established t Fart :Bliss in :J.890. 'This is a great big military post that 
by law. protects the border on the west to the line of California and to 

Mr. HUDSPETR Yes; I will :state . t.o the Chair it was ies· , the east for ·600 •miles along the sinuosities of the Rio Grantle, 
tablished 1Uarch ·1, 1900, by act of Congress. and _yet the Federal Government has never paid one dollar 'for 

The OHA1RMAN. The Ohair has assumed tnat wa1!1 ·so. the 'l:antl on 'which the 'POSt is situated. 
While, technicnl\y, this might not be considered a proper am.end- When the old post was moved from the river where it was 
ment to tliis particular paragrap.h, the 1Chair ,does llOt in.ow 1 subject to overflow, the citizens of El Paso went down in their 
decide as to that point. 1f ruled out on such a point it could be pockets and paid $50,000 for one section of land, if my memory 
immediately offered as a new . par.ag1·aph, so that there would serves me accurately now--640 acres-and when 'I was a meru
be nothing gained by overruling a technical point of order. ber of the State senate it was found that a part of this post 
The Ohair prefers to decide .the point of order upon its par· had extended ·to a section of land owned by the State of 
lian1entary merits. Texas, , where there were then erected many thousand dollars' 

The line of decisions is not ·3: ver.y long one, as the gentle- worth of -valuable property ·belonging to the Federal GoV'ern
man from Ohio [Mr. LoNowonT.a] .has .stated, but this >line .has ment, and I introduced a bill in the State senate, which was 
bee:o. uniform and is founded rtpon the principle, as the Chair 1 passed by the legis1a.tnre and approved by the govemor, 
believes, that a great public work having .been ,begun it should : granting title in the Federal Gove:r::nment to this Sta'.te land. 
not be possible for .any one individual by making a point of . So that of this 1~280 acres of land, th:e part comptising the 
order to prevent the expanding of that public work. Jn the case , present military reservation of Fort Bliss did not cost the 
of schools additional ground might be Deeded for playgrounds. Federal Government one dollar. They have .been using the 
In the case of hospitals additional ground mlgbt be needed, land of these citizens there for 15 years and eve:r:y acre of it, 
and in the case of target ranges, undoubtedly, as indicated 'by so the commanding general says, is needed. ·The Secretary of 
the gentleman from Missouri [.Mr. CAN:NoNJ, year after year Wa.r .s;~ys it should be purc:Qased. Secretary Baker submitted 
we have hatl 'to add to such reservations for the purpose of in· to the Congress, when he was Secretary of Wai:, a request_ 
creasing the territory of our target .ranges. IT'he 1principle is that this land be purchased, and yet we have been met for 
that the Government having begun a work Jt ·should be able to five ·years with the prQposition that the Go.vernment should 
proceed to enlarge it us the proper demands make necessary. not .Purchase any additional .lana.. 
From the parliamentary ;viewpoint it is immaterial whether ; What does General Howze say? There is one tract of this 
the proposed additional land is a few .feet or a million acres. , land known as the Morehead tract, and I have here a . map 
It is the principle upon which the precedents are based, 'and showing, in :i:ed, the land that is sought to be ,purchased. 
the present occupant of the chair does not feel inclined to This is the military reservation and this is one of the hospitals 
override such a principle.. [indicating]. 

Nothing would be gained, as the Chair sees it, by submitting Xhe William Beaumont Hospital for ex-service men anu for 
the question to the decision of the membership of the House. soldiers of the Regular Army is located tbere on the original 
There is nothing to prevent the committee from o.verruling the site, and cost the Gov~rnment about $5,000,000. All o-f that 
present decision of the Chair, with oi: without reason, -as has land now owned by t:he Government is used and o.c0upied in 
been done in times I\RSt. Naturally, individual Members of the ibuildings ana other military activities. l want to call FOUr 
Bouse oftentimes are influenced by .the .merits o'f the pi;oposi- 1attention to this mattel· .as a business proposition. G~ne:ml 
tion. It is impossible to free themselves from such .·an in-, Howze .has something to say ,in regard to 1t in the •letter .ad
fiuence, and no criticism is intended. in referring to J.t he.re. If dressed to The Adjutant Genernl---.,.a •copy I hold in my hand 
the membership of the House f.eel inclined to overr.ule the de- ;and ,a, copy of which I pln.ec.d ,in the record. r was struok QY 
cision of the Chair in this particular case on account of the the statement of t11e gentleman from Kentucky [l\Ir. JoHNSON] 
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the other day in regard to the policy that bas been pursued in the 
last five years in curtailing appropriations that has been found to 
be an unwise policy-" a penny-wise and pound-foolish policy "
and he showed it. General Howze says that the Cavalry has 
been using for many years this ground. That is the ground 
marked in green on this map, and they have been paying a 
dollar a year. He says : 

The Cavalry regiments, machine-gun squadrons, special troops, and 
the division Air Service have for many years been using this ground 
that neither belongs to nor is leased by the Government. The owner 
has permitted the Government to use this tract. In consequence troops 
may be barred from this ground at any time. This tract is known as 
the Morehead tract. It contains 300 acres and lies immediately adjoin
ing and east of the southern half of the reservation. It is the only 
tract that can now be acquired which meets the requirements of a drill 
and landing field. It adjoins the Cavalry and machine-gun barracks, 
is in continuation of the Air Service hangars and quarters, and is in 
constant use by the Air Service. It is the only available situation for 
a landing field in the vicinity of the city of El Paso. The loss of this 
tract would mean that the investment of the Government in the 
hangars an.d buildings housing the Air Service will be lo'st, that the Air 
Service will lose this available field as a training ground for reserve 
Air Service officers, and that the transcontinental airways will lose one 
of their best intermediate stations. 

He says that the land may be taken away at any moment, 
and according to figures that I placed in the REcoRo--he does 
not state the amount, but some one else does-that if the own
ers took the land which they can do at any time, because the 
Government does not have any lease--the Government has 
buildings on it to the amount of $79,000-that would practi
cally be an entire loss. 

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HUDSPETH. I will. 
Mr. SNELL. Are there not other places where Army posts 

are using ground not belonging to the Government? 
Mr. HUDSPETH. In that vicinity? 
Mr. SNELL. No; at other places in the United States. 
Mr. HUDSPETH. There may be ; but does the gentleman 

think that the Government should continue to use this land, as 
it has for 15 years, when the owners can sell a great portion of 
the land for much more than is now being asked for it for resi
dential property? 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HUDSPETH. Certainly. 
Mr. MADDEN. Woulu the gentleman be willing to have the 

post moved? 
Mr. HUDSPETH. There is not a citizen in that part of the 

country who thinks it ought to be moved. 
Mr. l\.IADDEN. The gentleman himself would not want U 

moved. 
Mr. HUDSPETH. No; would the gentleman from Illinois 

want the hospital, established recently close to Chicago, moved? 
The gentleman from Illinois came here and asked for a big 
appropriation to establish that hospital and I voted for i.t. 

Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman from Illinois did not do any-
thing of the kind. 

l\ir. HUDSPETH. The gentleman did. 
Mr. MADDEN. The hospital was under construction. 
Mr. HUDSPETH. The gentleman got the appropriation to 

complete it, and I voted for it. This post is as much the prop
erty of the gentleman as it is mine. It is Government prop
erty, and the gentleman from Illinois is as much interested in 
it as I am, or should be. I am only asking that this post be 
completed. 

Mr. MADDEN. I thought the gentleman was complaining 
that it was there. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. The gentleman from Illinois did not think 
any such thing. 

Mr. MADDEN. And wanted it moved. 
Mr. HUDSPETH. The gentleman did not so understand. 

I am simply coming here and asking the Government and 
Congress to pay the citizens for land that has been used for 
15 years. It has got as much out of the citizens of El Paso, 
and more than my citizens have been benefited by this post, 
I will state to the gentleman from Illinois. And -yet every 
citizen there is proud of our great military post. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HUDSPETH. Yes; I yield to iny friend from Illinois, 

Mr. McKENZIE. 
Mr. McKENZIE. I wish to ask the gentleman whether he 

has a bill pending for this purpose before the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. I have not now. I have had for a num
ber of years, but at the present time I have no bill pending 

because we considered it an urgent need, and that the Appro
priations Committee should take care of it at once, and the 
Secretary of War says it ought to be purchased. It is true 
that he said he had other matters he deemed greater need at 
this time. If my friend from Illinois will indicate that nis 
committee will report out a bill I will have one before that 
committee in 24 hours. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
bas expired. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Mr. Chairman, I will ask for 10 minutes 
more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks that his 
time be extended 10 minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. MADDEN. I do not think we ought to take so much 
time. I am willing to compromise, however. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection that the time be ex-
tended for five minutes? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HUDSPETH. I will. 
Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman from Illinois [l\fr. MADDEN] 

asked the gentleman from Texas if he would be willing to 
have the post moved. As a matter of fact the post was put 
there because it is on the Mexican border, and the gentleman 
knows that it is utterly impossible to move the l\Iexican border, 
and if this post was moved it would endanger the safety of 
the citizens along that border. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. The gentleman from Illinois discounted 
my intelligence, or if serious in the question his should be 
discounted when he asked the question, because it is a post that 
has protected my home city from being sacked in the night, 
and citizens murdered in their sleep, in all probability if the 
post had not been adjacent thereto. Let me say this to the 
gentleman from Illinois because he does not seem to under
stand the situation down there. Pancho Villa took his army 
across the border line at Columbus, N. Mex., in the dead hours 
of night, 80 miles west of Fort Illiss, and if it had not been for 
American troops he would have shot down in cold blood and 
murdered all of the citizens and burned the town-he did mur
der quite a number of our citizens before the troops could drive 
him out. 

This same Villa in 1919 invested the city of Juarez with 
bis troops, and took the main portion of that town. That is 
just across the river from the city of El Paso, a city of 100,000 
people. He made the boast at that time, because the Federal 
Government would not let him bring his troops across on this 
side from one point to another, and they had let Carranza 
do the same thing, that he was going to sack the city of El 
Paso after he had taken Juarez, and he had practically taken 
Juarez at that time. He had placed his guns on the bills 
where they could sweep the streets of the city of El Paso, and 
in 1911, when Madero took the town of Juarez, advancing with 
his army from the northwest, there were 18 citizens shot 
down on the streets of El Paso. In 1919 Villa said that he 
would go over and take the gringo town, meaning the Ameri
can town, after be had taken Juarez, so I am informed, and 
sack it and loot the banks, but the commanding general at 
Fort Bliss did not wait for the gentleman to make good his 
boast. He took his khaki-clad boys across that bridge and he 
drove Villa out and chased him down the road · toward the 
city of Chihuahua, and there was not a single dollar's worth 
of property destroyed in El Paso or a life lost. Those troops 
were taken from this post where we are asking that the land 
be purchased, and General Howze, in his statement, and the 
Secretary of War both say that it should be purchased, so 
that our military forces may have enough ground there for 
maneuvering purposes. If any gentleman thinks the amount 
asked is too large let him offer an amendment, but I think 
the amount asked is reasonable, and I placed in the RECORD 
a statement to that effect from three reputable citizens who 
know values. For 15 years, as I say, they have been 
using this valuable land. This is no real-estate scheme. When 
I offered a bill five years ago for the purchase of some of 
this land, which was asked then $160 an acre, and the com
mittee thought it unwise or the price too high they did not 
purchase it, and to-day they could not buy that land, General 
Howze states, and there are other statements to that effect 
in the record, for much more than that sum. There is only 
one way for El Paso to grow. The river is on the south and 
there is a chain of mountains on the north. It can grow only 
to the east. In 1900 El Paso was a struggling town of 15,000 
people. In 1910 the decennial census shows 39,000 and in 
1920 it shows 78,000. Tbe telephone records now show a city 
of over 100,000 people. The residential por.tion is right up 
against this land on the south. They will not sell that land 
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thn t we offered fiye years ago for the price which the Govern
ment could afford to pay, because much of it has been with
fu·tnvn for city lots and is needed for residential property, but 
Ull:-i land, the purchase of which this amendment contemplates, 
is Yalued at a reasonable price. We have a great pride in 
our post. Certainly we do not want it moved, nor does any 
dtizt>n do,Yn there, because it has probably saved damage to 
m) to1n1 an<l the sacking of many other towns along the border 
<luring the troublesome days during the various revolutions 
in ::\Ie'\:ico, which have occurred freq_uently during the past 50 
yea t'8. Now, it is contended that this price ls too high by 
ihe gentlemen here, and the gentleman from Kansas [l\Ir. 
A1'rno~Y] has read into the record a letter offering, by an
other gentleman in El Paso, 1,200 acres to the Government 
for $50 per acre. It may be worth it. nut General Howze 
sa~ s you can bur 3,265 acres in this offer for $50 per acre. 
Now, I read in the hearings, presided over by the gentleman 
from Kansas, that at Dayton, Ohio, for a flying field of 250 
acres you have been paying $60,000 per year for five or six 
~·ears, as a lease. You are paying one-fourth as much lease 
for ~30 acres per year as is asked for a title in fee to this 
3,600 acres I am asking you to purchase. 

TJ1e CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
lias e4pired. 

l\lr. ANTHONY. Mr. Cbairman, the Dudget estimates this 
year contain no provision or recommendations for the purchase 
of additional land at Fort Bliss. When the Secretary of War 
was before our committee be was specifically asked in re~ard 
to the desirabl1ity of expending thls $366,000, for this land 
at l<'ort Bliss. He said that while, in his opinion, it would be 
desirable, yet there were a dozen projects that he had in mind 
for v1·hich he would rather have the money now than this 
proposition at El Paso. Your committee thinks that it is a 
que~tion that should be very carefully looked into before we 
bu~· such a large tract of land as this for such a large price, 
and especially in view of the declining real estate values. 
Tlwre is no ques.tion but that land values around El Paso have 
l;een high. The town has had a rapid growth. The Govern
ment hµ expended millions of dollars there every year ever 
since 19:lli. 'when the border concentration of troops was made 
largely there, and the town has grown in population and real 
estnte values have gone up, but the committee has a very sig
nificant letter from a real estate firm in El Paso, written by 
J: E. Bowen, secretary of the El Paso Pecos Realty Co., which 
also makes an offer of land to the Government and offers some 
1,280 acres, Vihich are located adjoining the military reserva
tion, to the east and to the north of it, land which has also 
been used by the Government during the border concentration 
:Cor the National Guard and other purposes, and for which 
owners bad asked the Government, a year or two ago, $100 
an acre. Mr. Bowen concludes his letter with this very sig
nificant statement: 

The Government at tba.t time, or rather later, asked for a 10-year 
lease of land. We o!l'ered a 5-year lease, which for some reason 
was not accepted. They also asked for a price, which we made of 
$100 an acre, for section 11, and $75 an acre for section 19. How
ever, at this time the stockholders of the company are prepared to 
make a real sacrifice, as they need the money, and we will sell the 
1,280 acres for $50 an acre. · 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. 
1\1r. HUDSPETH. There is a portion of this land, as the 

gentleman will see by the statement of General Howze, that is 
offE>red for $51 per acre, that is down in the brnkes. I have 
not a dollar's interest in any acre of this land, and it is imma
terial to me whether the Government purchases the land. The 
reason I present this matter is because it is land selected by 
the commanding general as best adapted for military purposes 
in sham battles, artillery practice, target range, and a portion 
of it is as level as this floor, suitable for drill purposes. It is 
immate1·ial to me from whom the land is purchased. 

l\lr. ANTHONY. There is another reason why we ought to 
go slowly in regard to the purchase of a large amount of land 
like this. The situation on the Mexican border now is not the 
same as it was a year or two or three years ago. We have 
reached a state of amicable telations with the Mexican Gov
erument. \Ve have resumed diplomatic relations. There is no 
imrnediate danger of another large concentration of troops 
on the border, and I gravely doubt whether we will need all 
of this land at the Fort Bliss Army post. 

It is true the Government has had the use of large acreages 
of land near Fort Bliss during the last 8 or 10 years for mili
tary purposes, but these lands have been gladly tendered to 
Jhe Government by the citizens of El Paso, because the Gov-

ernment, as I say, has been expending millions of dollars a 
year there. It has not been a one-sided or jug-handled con
tract, and I think the citizens of El Paso have been abun
dantly repaid for their generosity to the Government in the 
use of this land. I think that a committee of Congress should 
have an opportunity to carefully examine into so large a 
purchase of this kind before the House places its approva' 
upon it. · 

l\Ir. l\IADDE~. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. The gentleman from Texas, very properly representing 
his constituency, offers an amendment to this bill for the pur· 
chase of a large acreage of land adjoining Fort Bliss at a 
large price per acre. Who fixed the price I do not know, how 
it was fixed I do not know, and neither does anyone else. 

Mt. HUDSPETH. I will inform the gentleman if he will 
yield. 

Mr. MADDEN. I will yield. 
l\Ir. HUDSPETH. The price I understand was obtained by 

General Howze, the commanding general, from the men who 
owned the land. 

l\fr. MADDEN. But the commanding general may not be 
the same commanding general to-morrow who is there to-day, 
and the opinion of the present commanding general may not 
be the opinion of the next commanding general, and besides 
there is no commanding general under our practice who has 
the authority to buy land. They have no authority to make 
contracts that are binding on the Government, and we have 
had many instances to show that contracts made by com
manding generals have been repudiated because of lack of 
authority in these commanding generals. It may well be 
that the commanding general there to-day thinks that this 
land is an essential need for the post, but there are higher 
authorities than commanding generals and those high au
thorities have not submitted an.y proposal to the Congress 
to buy the land. We are paying $G,OOO i:ent for this 
land now. The gentleman said we are using the land. We 
are, but we are paying for it out of the Treasury of the 
United States. The use of this land is not a free proposition 
at all, it is a business question, and there is a contract existin9 
between the "Gnited States and the owner of the land, and J 
apprehend that $6,000 a year is a very large rental to pay, 
and $110 per acre a very large price per acre to pay if wa. 
buy the land. But there is no reason why the land should 
be purchased. The mere fact it is at El Paso and that that 
city is on the Mexican border and that the population of El 
Paso has increased until it is now 100,000 bas nothing what~ 
ever to do with the case. Why, it is not long since that El 
Paso wanted the Government of the United States to drain 
El Paso as a great national problem, simply to take the water 
out of the cellars in El Paso that seeped through from the bed 
of the Rio Grande. 

I made a full investigation of that situation at the time, and 
it is a fact that it was not a great national problem. There 
were several reasons. First, there was no navigation problem, 
because the Rio Grande River at tllat point is not navigable. 
There was not any international problem because in the pro
posal El Paso had nothing to do with Mexico and the United 
States combined. And, third, it was disclosed that the only 
thing included in the proposal specific to El Paso was that they 
have a 1,000-acre swamp in the center of El Paso they wanted 
drained at the expense of the Federal Government, and I am 
opposed to the enactment of the amendment submitted by the 
gentleman from Texas for the purchase of this land which 
would cost $366,000. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. l\'IADDEN. I will. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. The practical effect of this would be to 

make the Government pay three times for the land what it is 
now paying in the way of interest. That is, if we are now 
paying $6,000, 5 per cent on $366,000 would be practically three 
times the amount in interest that we are now paying. 

Mr. MADDEN. Surely, if we bought the land. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 

amendment. 
l\'Ir. HUDSPETH. Will the gentleman yield there for a mo· 

ment? 
:Mr. RANKIN. I will. 
Mr. HUDSPETH. I want to state to the gentleman from 

Illinois he misunderstands the proposition, misstated it by 
saying there was an immense amount of land on which they are 
paying rental. They are paying rental on a portion of this 
land at $6,000, whereas on the whole amount they have had the 
use for years and years at $1 a year. 

Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman does not deny we are paying 
$6,000? 
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Mr. HUDSPETH. But the -Government is paying $6,-000 on 

only a portion of it. 
Mr. HANKIN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr . ..ANTHONY] 

said that some individuals had a very large tract of land some
where along in this location which they offer for less money. 
Now, as a matter of faet, I want to ask the gentleman from 
Texas if it is not a fact that when this drill ground, target 
range, and so forth, was selected th~ commanding officer could 
have got any of this land he w.anted. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. No ; the adjoining land mentioned by the 
gentleman from Kansas may not be adapted for military pur
poses. The land may be situated where General Howze or 
other military officer might not wish the Government to pur· 
chase it at any price. Relative to the statement of the gentle· 
man from Illinois that El Paso wanted so much out of the 
Federal Government, I want to state this to the gentleman: 
We asked for a survey to be made there to protect the lower 
part of the city, where there were also Government buildings, 
customhouses, and so forth, that had been inundated by over 
tlow. That is all we wanted. The citizenship of El Paso are 
now draining their overftow land and not asking the Federal 
Government for a cent. We di-d not ask that any eellars be 
draine<l, and I will state to you that some of the citizens would 
not permit their cellars to be drained of their contents. [.Ap
plause.] We do not ask this Federal Government to drain our 
cellars. 

l\fr. RANKIN. The gentleman from Illinois spoke about 
this land needing drainage. Possibly this land the gentleman 
from Kansas [:Mr. ANTHONY] refers to is along the water edge 
and may not be adapted at all to- military purposes. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. It may be; but I am sure if it had been 
suited for all purposes and could be utilized for military p-ur
poses, and the price fis;ed at $50 an acre, that General Howze 
would have selected the 1,200 acres. It is land there where 
the Government has buildings erected, residential property all 
around it that is of great value, and the owners are asking a 
higher price for it, and naturally it should command a higher 
price. It makes no difference to me, I will state to my friend 
from Mississippi, what tracts of land are purchased or who 
owns it; all I ask and urge is that the Government purchase 
sufficient lands for all military purposes at that great post, 
which is of so much importance n-Ot only to the people of the 
border but to the whole of this great Republic. 

'l'here ru.·e 300 a.er.es. They have $W,OOO worth of imp-rove
meu1s there, as they state. Naturally that would go at a 
higher price, :right there in rl:he city. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. BURTON.) The J.)l'O forma amend
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [MR. 1\-fADDEN] is 
withdrawn. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Texas f.MR. HUDSPETH. l 

The question was taken ; .and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

l\Ir. HUDSPETH. A division, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. A division is demanded. 
The committee divided; and there were--ayes 32, noes 25. 
Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I aSk for tellers. 
The CHAIRMAN. Tellers are demanded. 
Tellers were ordered, and the Chairman appointed l\Ir. 

ANTHONY and Mr. HUDSPETH to act as tellers. 
The eommittee again divided; and the tellers reported-ayes 

86, noes 36. 
Th~ OHAIRMAN. The chair casts a vote in the negative. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk wil1 read. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 

amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report, 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma : Page- 28, line 26, 

after the figures "$37,400,'' insert: "For the purchase of a parcel 
of land containing forty-three and six-tenths acres more or less, 
lying adj.a.cent to the north of the Canadian River in section 
86, township 13 north, range 8, west of th~ India.n meridian in 
Canadian County, Okla. Said tract located directly opposite the 
Fort Reno pumping plant, and to be more particularly described 
in the instrument of conveyance. .Said tract when acquired to be 
added to tll'.e Fort Reno Military Reservation, and to be used in 
an effort to straighten the course -of the said North Canadian River, 
not to exceed $.3,500." 

Mr. ANTHONY. l\f1·. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 
on the amendment. 

'The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma [l\lr. 
trHoMA s] is recognized. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, this amendment 
1s in the nature of a new section f-Ollowing the section just 
read. The reason for offering this amendment is as follows : 
The Government has a reservation in Oklahoma known as the 
Fort Reno Military Reservation. It is bounded on the north 
by the Canadian River. At one point on the northern line there 
is a bend in the river that is eating into the reservation, and 
just opposite the bend is the pumping plant for the fort on the 
reservation. Unless the river is straightened it will eat into 
and destroy this pumping plant. 

There is a bill pending before the committee relating to this 
matter, and in the hearings on page 1163 we find a recommenda
tion for the purchase of this particular tract of land, the War 
Department making the following recommendation: 

The acquisition of th1B land ls manifestly d~sirable, but no estimate 
therefor has as yet been submitted to Congress. 

Preceding that, in their report they state-
The erosion along the banks of the bend of the river near the pumping 

plant has been giving considerable trouble during past years, and quite 
a large amount of land has been lost from the neservation due to this 
continuous erosion. Tempo.rary methods have been tried from time to 
time, suc.h as tree and .shrub planting, piling, etc., none of which have 
been successful. 

Just previous to the recent excessive high water in that vicinity 
this office received information from Fort Reno that the river was 
flooding to a dangerous stage, and an officer with engineering experi· 
ence was o.rdered to proeeed to Fort Reno immediately to take charge 
o! the situation. Coincidat with his arrival the water had reached a 
height beyond any that it had ever gone before, and the whole >alley 
was covered, and a great deal of erosion was taking place. Due to 
the flood quickly receding arul to strenuous work on the part of the 
local authorities the existence of the pumping plant was saved, though 
the bank of the river was cut away to within 60 feet of the nearest 
well, and it is feared that one more flood of the same magnitude will 
completely ruin the pumping plant, and a very few floods of a lesser 
nature will eventually accomplish the same results. It is now desired 
to take steps to permanently protect the reservation boundary and the 
pumping plant. 

The Government has a lease of this .laJad, but the land ls 
owned by a farmer, Mr. Joseph D. Stephens, who in making 
the lease understood that the money would be made imme· 
diately available for the purchase of this tract -of land. 

The CHAIRMAN. On the point of <>rder, will the gentle
man from Oklahoma state if this is for a military purpose? 
The amendment says, "in an effort to straighten the ::-om·se 
of the Canadian River." 

1\1..r. Ti-IOl\1.AS of Oklah-oma. It is in the nature of a repair. 
The military purpose, Mr. Chairman, as the matter :now stands, 
is this : The river 'is destroying some valuable land between 
the channel and the pumping plant, an-d unless the river is 
straightened the water s.up:ply will be -destroyed. This land 
is desired by the department to be used in an e:ff01·t to divert 
the river away from the pumping plant and water supply for 
the ·post. 

l\fr. SNELL. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
1\1r. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Yes. 
Mr. SNELL. .Is this land across the river from the reser· 

vation? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. It joins the reservation. 
Mr. SNELL. The river rmns through the land, does it? 

, Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Yes; but the · river is not a 
large river; it is a small stream. 

.Mr. SN.IDLL. But it runs between the land you want to buy 
and the reservation? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Yes. 
Mr. SN.IDLL. That is what I wanted to find out. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. But when this ditch is dug the 

river will be diverted. At the present time the land wanted 
is on the opposite side of the river. 

Mr. SNELL. Rut the reservation is on the other side. 
Mr. THO:l\IAS of Oklahoma. The fact is that the ditch is 

being clog, ~nd when that is completed the course of the river 
will be changed. 

l\Ir . .SNELL. I know ; but at the present time the river is 
between this piece of land and the present fort? 

Mr. THOl\IAS of Oklahoma. Legally, the river would amount 
to no more than a public highway or a fence. 

J\Ir. SNELL. If it is a public highway does it detach this 
patch of land 1 

l\Ir. LONGWORTH. Can the bed of the river be used as a 
road? [Laughter.] 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. At times tbis river is dry, let 
me say to the gentleman, but when a flood comes great damage 
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to the land now owned by the Government is done. If we have 
another flood like that of last fall it is feared the pumping 
plant will be destroyed, and there is no other water supply for 
the remount station. The War Department recommends that 
this land be purchased. Their report appears on page 1163 of 
the hearings, and I am acting in accordance with the recom
mendation of the War Department in making this request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair feels constrained to sustain the 
point of order on the ground that the land proposed to be ac
quired is not contiguous to any land owned by the Government. 
'.rl1e Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
CONSTRUCTION AND REP.HR OF IlOSPll'ALS. 

For construction and repair of hospitals at military posts already 
established and occupied, including all expenditures for construction 
and repairs required at the Army and Navy Hospital at I:t-0t Springs, 
Ark., and for the construction and repair of general hospitals and 
expenses incident thereto, and for additions needed to meet the require
ments of increased garrisons, and for temporary hospitals in standing 
camps and cantonments; for the alteration of permanent buildings 
at posts for use as hospita.ls, construction and repair of temporary 
hospital buildings at permanent posts, construction and repnlr of 
temporary general hospitals, rental or purchase of grounds, and rental 
and alteration of buildings for us~ for hospitnl purposes in the District 
of Columbia and elsewhere, including ne<'essary temporary quarters for 
hospital personnel, outbuildings, heating and laundry apparatus, plumb
ing, water and sewers, aud electric work, cooking apparatus, and roads 
and walks for the same, $489.500: P1·01:-lded, That no part of this 
appropriation shall be used for the constructiol1 of new hospitals. 

Mr. HII,L of Maryland. ~fr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Tn.soN). The gentleman from ~fary
lancl moves to strike out the last word. 

l\Ir. HILL of Maryland. I desire to ask the chairman of the 
subcommittee a question. During the war certain enlisted 
men, privates and noncommissioned officers, were sent to 
officers' training camps. It was provided that those of them 
who were afterwards cornmiRsioned slloulu receive $100 a month, 
and I desire to ask the ch.airman of the subcommittee whether 
nny provision is made in this bill for the payment of those 
claims. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I presume the gentleman refers to the 
ruling of the Comptroller General that any of the men in 
training camps during the war, who were paid as enlisted men, 
are entitled to the $100 a month as trainees. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. The difference het-ween the enlisted pay 
and the $100 a month? . 

Mr. ANTHONY. I can say to the gentleman that this morn
ing the conferees on the deficiency bill heltl a meeting, and 
I find there is included in that bill an item of eight hundred 
and some odd thousand dollars for pa:r of the Army, which 
I was informed. covers items such as the gentleman lms just 
described, because it refers to pay previous to 1921. So I 
am quite sure it covers the claims the gentleman refers to. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. '.rbett the matter is very fully 
covered by legislation which the Appropriations Committee has 
initiated? 

Mr. ANTHONY. That is the impression I got this morning. 
Mr. HUf,L of Iowa. Will the gentleman yiel<.l '? 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. Yes. 
Mr. HULI.1 of Iowa. Will this take care of all those cases 

or does it take care of only a few? 
Mr. ANTHONY. How many of them I do not know. All I 

know is that that sum of money is carried in the deficiency 
bill and it is to be used for that purvose. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, 1 withdraw the pro
forma amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. ~ ·rr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last two words. I desire to ask the chairman 
of the subcommittee a question which I desired to ask in 
connection with the parngraph "Barrach;; and quarters,'' im
mediately prececling. What is tbe plan of the Army and of 
the Appropriation Oommittee as to the continuance and main
tenance of Army posts? I have in mind. of course, Camp 
Lewis in the district which I haYe the honor to represent. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I suppose the gentleman refers to some 
plan of permanent construl!tion to replace the temporary build
ings which are fast reaching a stage where they can not be 
used much longer? 

l\fr. JOHNSON of Washington. That, and the maintenance 
of conveniences generally at these posts. 

Mr. ANTHONY. There are several item:"! for ne"· con~truc
tion, but none for Camp J,ewis. However. it is our understand
ing that the Secretary of War intends to come to Congress very 

soon with a construction program which will embrace a policy 
of permanent construction at military posts in order to prop
erly house the Army and replace the temporary structures 
which the Army is now compelled to· use in many places, and 
which are fast deteriorating, ancl which should be replaced. 
That will be a large program and we ought to spend all the way 
from $20,000,000 to $30,000,000 in that work. It is my under
standing that the Secretary of War intends to embrace the 
whole project in one program and ask its approval at some 
future time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Then I am justified in be
lieving that items which were originally proposed providing for 
certain improvements at certain posts, and which do not appear 
in this bill, will appear in that program. 

1\lr. ANTHONY. The only projects specifically mentioned in 
the bill are those relating to entil'ely new construction, but the 
appropriation for barracks and quarters takes care of needed 
repairs. 

~fr. JOHNSON of Washington. The War Department is au
thorize<l, then, under certain provisions in this bill to take care 
of the engagements they have entered into or are proposing to 
enter into in the nature of rrpnirs and betterments'? 

Mr. AKTHONY. I think they wlll carry out auy necessary 
contracts in connection with that wo'rk. 

l\fr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw 
tile pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
OFFICll OF TIIE QU.\RTl'at~IASTER GENERAL. 

Salaries: For personal services in tlte District of Columbi:t in accor<l
nnce with " the clas!'lification net of 1923," $586,280. 

M1·. TILANTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer n pro forma amend
ment to strike out the four words in line 18, " Salaries: For 
personal ~e1Tices." 

The CHAIRMAN. Thr gentleman from Tex:ns offers an 
amen<lment, which the OJ erk \vill report. 

'.l'he Clerk read as follows: 
Ame11llruent offere1l hy 1\Ir. BI.A::('l'O:-J: Page 30, line 18, strike out the 

words '· Salaries: For pe1·sonal srrviccs." 

Mr. HLANTON. l\lr. Chairman, I wish thnt in all these 
salary matters the spirit of Washington could prevail just a 
little here in the District of Columbia. On June 15 1775 
when the Continental Congress at Philadelphia chose Colonel 
'\ushington as Commander in Chief of the American forces, in 
hi:;; speech of acceptance Geueral 'Vashington ~aid: 

As to pay, sir, I beg leare to :issure the Congress thal, as no 
pecuniary consideration could hnvc tempted me to accept this arduous 
employment at the expense of my domestic en·se and happiness, I do not 
wisi1 to make nny profit from ii. I will keep an exact account of my 
expe111-1i's. 'l'ho:;;e, I tlouht not, Congress will disclrnrge; nnll that is all 
I desire. 

Of course. the employees oC the Government, including the 
Army and the NaYy, are not in a position to do altogether as 
General ·washington did. They must have adequate pay, but 
they ought to have that samr "w·Hshington" spirit of service 
for the country. 

I just want to take up this minute to call attention to the 
fact that we have at the head of one of the departments here 
in tile District-which is partly pni<.l for by the Government
an insurance cornmii:;siouer, who bas a bill reported favorably 
right now to increase his salary $1,700 a year, which woul(l 
gin> him more than any one of 28 governors are now receiving 
in 28 States. 

I rn'intecl in the RECORD of "?.Iarcll 24 some facts and figures 
and lnformation I gathered conceming that insurance bill and 
that in~uran<:e department. a11d I am using this moment now to 
ask my colleague~ to please tnen to the RECORD of that date and 
retul carefully those facts and figures in my report which I am 
there gi-ving you. I am ~ure you will find them instructive. I 
am i;rnre you will find them heneficinl, and I predict that when 
you read them. there is not a nrnn in this House who will vote 
for that bill which has alrendy heen faxorably reported and is 
now on the calendar ready fol' pas~mge. And I hope every 
Senator will take time io rend this report. 

1\Ir. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentletn<lll yield? 
l\fr. BLAN'rON. Just one moment aud then I am through 

because I do not want to take up the time of the committee. We 
must pass this Army l>ill, hut I want to say that this "Wash
ington " idea of service should prevail right in the incipiency 
of the life of Army men at West Point and of Navy men at 
Annapolis. I received a letter a few days ago from a good 
woman down in one of the east coast States, who said that 
her boy at West Point wus interestecl in a little bill here to 
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increase the pay of the cndets at West Point and she hoped I 
would not offer any objection to the matter because the boys at 
West Point were needing more money there. I wrote back to 
the good woman and told her that I was sorry the Government 
was not doing more for the cadets at West Point and Annapolis 
than it was doing, that it was treating the bo.ys badly and was 
not considerate enough of the boys that ft sent tcJ Annapolis 
and West Point. I had to regret, of com-se, that all that the 
Government did for these boys was to pay their way from 
their homes to West Point; all it did was to furnish them their 
full equipment there except clothing; it gave them their com
plete education and training free; it gave them their food free ; 
it gave them their lodging free; and it gave them everything 
they needed with the one exception of clothing, absolutely free. 
It just paid them also a little measley sum of $800 a year dur
ing their four years while there, and most of them had a little 
cash surplus saved up when they went out, and the stingy Gov
ernment does not do anything for them afterwards except to 
commission them in the United States Army and Navy as com
missioned officers for life. That is all this parsimonious Gov
ernment does for these boys at West Point and Annapolis, and 
1 was sorry the Government could not do more. These specially 
favored young men should remember the "Spirit of Washing
ton's service," and also that there are millions of other Ameri· 
can boys who get nothing. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the amendment is with
. drawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
In addition to the foregoing employees a.pp:ropriated for in the office 

of the Quartermaster General, the services of technical experts and 
such other services ns the S€cretary of War may deem necessary may 
be employed in the omce of the Quartermaster General, to be paid 
trom the appropriation for " Incidental expenses of the Army" : 
Provided, That the entire expenditures for this purpose for the fiscal 
yea1· 1925 shall not exceed $16,300, and there shall be included in the 
Budget for each fiscal year a statement of the number of persons so 
employed, their duties, and the amnunt paid to each. 

~lr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike ont the 
last word simply for the purpose of correcting the record. 
rl'he gentleman from Texas is in error when he says that the 
Government pays these boys at West Point and Annapolis $800 
in addition to their clothing and to their maintenance and their 
food. That is not the fact, and the gentleman from Texas 
should inf~rm hiniself as to the situation and unde1· what con
ditions the cadets at Annapolis and West Point are being paid 
before making any such statement. 

M.r. MADDEN. They pay all of their expenses out of that 
fund. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Absolutely. I just wanted to make the 
record clear in that respect. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend
ment is wj.thdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
SlGN.A.L CORPS. 

SIG:NAtL. S.lilltVICm OF THE. ARMY. 

Teleguph and telephcme systems :· Purchase, equipment, operation, 
and repair of military telegraph, telephone, radio, cable, and signaling 
systems; signal equipment and stores, heliographs, signal lanterns, 
11ags, aWI other necessary Instruments ; wind vanes, barometers, 
anemomete1·s, thermometeYs, · and other meteorological instrument!!; 
photographic and' cinematographic work performed for the .Army by 
the Signal Corps ; motor cycle'!!, motor-driven and other vehicles for 
~chnical ancl official purposes in connection with the construction, 
operation, and maintenanee of communication or signaling systems, 
and supplies for their operation- and maintenance; professional and 
scientific b<>oks of reference, pamphlets, periodicals, newspapers, and 
maps for use in the office of the Chief Signal Officer and the Signal 
Corps School, Camp Alfred Vail, N. J.; telephone apparatus, including 
Fental and payment for commercial, exchange, message, trunk-line, 
Jong-distance, and leased-line telephone sel'vice at cf'r connecting any 
post, camp, cantonment, depot, arsenal, headquarters, hospital, avia
tion station, or other office or station of the Army excepting- local 
telephone service for tbe vru.ious bureaus of the War Department" in 
the District of Columbia, and toll messages pertaining to the office of 
the Secretary of War; electric time service; the rental of commercial 
telegraph lines and equipment and their operation at or connecting 
any post, camp, cantonment, depot, arsenal, headquarters, hospital, 
aviation station, or other office or station of the Army, including 
payment tor official individual telegraph messages transmitted over 
rommercial Ilnes; electrical installations and maintenance thereof at 
military postR. cantonments, camps, and stations of the Army, fire 
control and direction apparatus and material for Field .Artillery; ru
aries of civilian employees, including those necessary as instructors 

at vocational schools; supplie&, general repairs, reserve supplies, and 
other expenses connected with the collecting and transmitting of 
information for the Allmy by teleg:rapb 01' othmrwise; experimental 
investigation, research, purchase and development or improvements in 
apparatus. and maintenance of sign.a].ing and accessories thereto, in
cluding patent rights and other rights thereto, inclnding machines, 
instrnmente, and other equipment for laboratory and repair purposes; 
tuition, laboratory fees, etc., for Signal Corps officers detailed to 
civilian technical schools for the purpose of pursuing technical courses 
of instruction along Signal Corps line-3 ; lease, alteration, and repair 
of such buildings required for storing or guarding Signal Corps sup
plies, equipment, and personnel when not otherwise provided for, in
cluding the land therefor, the introduction. a! water, electric light and 
power, sewerage, grading roads and walks, and other equipment re
quired, $1,845,970. 

l\fr. McKEOWN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

This paragraph has to do with the Signal Service of the 
Army and there has arisen a serious question in reference to 
the Navy, the Army, and the Department of Commerce in the 
matter of radio se:rvice. It is the contention of tile business 
world that the Army transgresses on the rights of the civilian 
in the use of their radio instruments and the same contention 
is made with reference to the Navy. 

This matter of the control of the air by radio is one of 
the most vital questions before the American people to-day . 
It should be given attention. There is an effort being made 
on the part of some to absolutely take control of the air for 
communication purposes. Gentlemen, we have let our natural 
resources, in many instances, be taken away from us, and we 
should start now, in time, to save for the people of this country 
the use of the air for communication purposes. [Applause]. 

The War Department has developed and is developing many 
discoveries and so is the Navy. It is going to be necessary 
to do something to avoid any unnecessary interference on the 
part of the War Department or upon the part of the Navy 
Departm.€nt, but there are times and there are periods when 
the Army ought to have a free hand, and so ought the N&vy, 
in trying out the new inventions and discoverieS-, and there 
ought to be periods of time fixed when they may try out this 
system of communica.tion without any interference from the 
Department of Commerce. 

I hope this Congress at an early date will fix some rule by 
law, or give to some department by law, the power to regulate 
and control communications by radio. I do not want to tres
pass further on YOU.1' time, but I wanted to call the attention of 
the House to this very important matter of radio communi
cation. There are no limits to it. We have been told by these 
experts that it is only a matter of time until power itself will be 
communicated by use of the radio withllut any wires. 

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Will the gentleman permit a 
question? 

Mr. McKEOWN. Yes. 
l\Ir. CLARKE of New York. Is there not now a law, either 

proposed or on the statute books, limiting the control of com
panies in the operation of radio to two years? 

Mr. McKEOWN. There is an old law that was passed in 
1912. There is a propositi-0n now before one of the commit
tees to regulate this matter and l hope that Congress will give 
attention to it when it comes up. I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
SE.A.CO.A.ST. DEFENSES, UNITED STATES, 

For operation and maintenance of fire-control insta.llati-Ons at sea.coast 
defenses, $140,000r 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I m<>ve to strike ont the 
last word. 
Mr~ Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I want to call 

the attention of the committee to the proposed expenditures for 
coast-defense purposes. In a few pages from this point there 
will appear a: very innoeent looking appropriation which is simply 
the starter of an appropriation which eventually will amount to 
many millions. For some reason the Army seems to be stubborn 
in its insistence upon spending millions of dollars on antiquated, 
obsolete, useless coast defenses. The permanent coast-defense 
fort is absolutely useless in modern warfare, and why at this 
late date, in the light of experience during the last war, any 
attempt should be made to continue the old practice of dumping 
mlilions into forts along the coast, into guns which can not reach 
the range of an approaching en~my fleet, and are absolutely de
fenseless against an air attack, is beyond the understanding of 
any intelligent person. · 

Ur. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Certainly. 
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Mr. BLANTON. I was busy, but my attention has just been 
called to the fact that the gentleman from New York stated that 
the boys at Annapolis and West Point received less than I indi
cated. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But I am talking now about coast defense. 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes, but I want to get the record straight. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. I understood the -gentleman from Texas 

to say that the cadets at West Point and Annapolis received 
their annual pay in addition to the clothing and maintenance. 

Mr. BLANTON. I never mentioned clothing. They do pay 
for their clothing, but everything else is paid for by the Gov
ernment. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Well, will the gentleman follow me in this 
matter of coast defense? 

Mr. BARBOUR. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 
Mr. BARBOUR. Has the gentleman from New York giveu 

the War Department the benefit of his opinion? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. When we come to the Panama items 

of coast defense, I am going to give the House some startling 
information. Many years ago we believed we had developed 
something remarkable when we had the so-called disappearing 
gun. The disappearing gun was never adopted by any other 
country in the world, and within a few years it was as useless 
as a popgun for coast defense purposes. If the War Depart
ment wants to keep abreast of the times, we should appro
priate for a mobile coast defense system, so to have large 
guns mounted on trains that could be rapidly moved and 
brought into position where needed. How ridiculous it is to 
expect that an attacking fleet is going to come exactly where 
you have your fort, come within range of your guns, and 
then say "Now, please shoot at us, we are here!' 

For some reason the coast defense appropriations were taken 
from the Committee on Military Affairs many years ago and 
put into the Committee on Appropriations. Any cannon over 
0.3 was not a matter for the Military Affairs Committee but 
was sent to the Committee on Appropriations, with the i:esult 
th.at we squandered hundreds of millions of dollars. A glaring 
example was the mistake you made at Corregidor in the 
Philippines. You started out to appropriate money 

1

for Cor
regidor, believing that you were going to establish a Gibraltar 
in the Philippines. It was hardly finished when it was admit
ted and conceded by milita·ry authorities that it could not 
withstand a siege of six weeks. And yet you went on squan
dering money at Corregidor. Now you are going to make the 
Rame mistake at Panama. These items will be found on page 
48 of the bill, and I hope that we will have a full and thorough 
discussion of it so that the mistakes and waste of the past 
will not be repeated in the future. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The proforma amendment was withdrawn. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

SEACOAST DEFENSES, UNITED STATES. 

For operation and maintenance of fire-control installations at sea· 
coast defenses, $140,000. 

SEACOAST DEFENSES, INSULAR POSSESSIONS. 

For operation and maintenance . of fire-control installations at sea
coast defenses, insular possessions, $25,000. 

SEACOAST DEFENSES, PANAM .~ CANAL. 

For operation and maintenance of fire-control installations at sea
coast defenses, Panama Canal, $10,000. 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF SIGNAL OFFICER. 

Salaries : For personal services in the District of Columbia in 
accordance with "the classification act of 1923," $57,540. 

The services of skilled draftsmen and such other services as the Sec
retary of War may deem necessary may be employed only in the Signal 
Office to carry into effect the various appropriations for fortifications 
and oth~r works of defense, ~n~ for the Slgnal Service of the Army, 
to be paid from such appropriations, in addition to the foregoing em
ployees appropriated for in the Signal Office : Provided, That the entire 
expenditures for this purpose for the fiscal year 1925 shall not exceed 
$40,000, and the Secretary of War shall each year in the Budget report 
to Congres~ the number of persons so employed, their duties, and the 
amount paid to each. 

Am SERVICE. 

AIR SERVICE, ARMY. 

For creating, maintaining, and operating at esta!Jlished flying schools 
and balloon schools courses of instruction for officers, students, and 
enlisted men, including cost of equipment and supplies necessary for 
instruction, purchase of tools, equipment, materials, machines, text
bo.oks, books of i·eference, scientific and professional papers, instru-

ments and materials for theoretical and practical instruction; for main· 
tenance, repair, storage, and operation of airships, war balloons, and 
other aerlal machines, including instruments, materials, gas plants, 
hangars, and repair shops, and appliances of every sort and descriptidb 
necessary for the operation, construction, or equipment of all types of 
aircraft, and all necessary spare parts and equipment connected there
with and the establishment of landing and take-off runways ; for pur
cbase of supplies for securing, developing, printing, and reproducing 
photogra~hs in connection with aerlal photography ; improvement, equip
ment, mamtenance, and operation of plants for testiug and experimental 
work, and procuring and introducing water, electric light and power, 
gas and sewerage, including maintenance, operation, and repair of such 
utilities at such plants ; for the acquisition of land or interest in land 
by purchase, lease, or condemnation where necessary to explore for, 
procure, or reserve hellum gas, and also for the purchase, manufacture, 
construction, maintenance, and operation of plants for the production 
thereof and experimentation therewith; salaries and wages of civilian 
employees as may be necessary, and payment of their traveling and 
other necessary expenses as authorized by existing law ; transporta
tion of materials in connection with consolidation of Air Service ac· 
tivities ; experimental investigation and purchase and development of 
new types of aircraft, accessories thereto, and aviation engines, includ
ing Ucenses for patents and design rights thereto, and plans, drawings, 
and specifications thereof; for the purchase, manufacture, and con
struction of airships, balloons, and other aerial machines, including 
instruments, gas plants, hangars, and repair shops, and appliances of 
every so.rt and description necessary for the operation, construction, or 
equipment of all types of aircraft, and all necessary spare parts and 
equipment connected therewith; for the marking o.f military airways 
where the purchase of land ls not involved; for the purchase, manu
facture, and issue of special clothing, wearing apparel, and similar 
equipment for aviation purposes; for all necessary expenses connected 
with the sale or disposal of surplus or obsolete aeronautical equip
ment, and the rental of buildings, and other facilities for the 
handling or storage of such equipment; for the serviCes of such 
consulting engineers at experimental stations of the Air Service as 
the Se.:!retary of War may deem necessary, including necessary travel
ing expenses; purchase of special apparatus and appliances, repairs 
and replacements o.f same used in connection with special scientific 
medical research in the Air Service ; for maintenance and opera
tion of such .Air Service printing plants outside of the District of 
<;olumbia as may be authorized in accordance with law; for pub
lications, station libraries, special furniture, supplies . and equipment 
for offices, shops, and laboratories; for special services, including the 
salvaging of wrecked aircraft, $12,435,000 : Provided, il'hat not to 
exceed $2,500,000 from this appropriation may be expended for pay 
any expenses of civilian employees other than those employeu in ex
perimental and research work ; not exceeding $500,000 may be ex
pended for experimentation, conservation, and production of helium· 
not exceeding $2,850,000 may be expended for experimental and re~ 
search. work. with airplanes or lighter-than-air craft and theil' equip
ment, mcludmg the pay of necessary civilian employees ; not exceeding 
$500,000 may be expended for the production of Ughter-than-air equip
ment ; not exceeding $300,000 may be expended for imp"rovement of 
stations, hangars, and gas plants for the Regular Army and for such 
other markings and fuel supply stations and temporary shelter as may 
be n_ecessary ; not less than $2,646,000 shall be expended for the pro
duction and purchase of new airplanes and their equipruent, spare 
parts, and accessol·ies ; not more than $4,000 may be expended for 
settlement of claims (not exceeding $250 each) for damages to per
sons and private property resulting from the operation of Qiircraft at 
home and abroad when each claim is substantiated by a survey report 
of a board of officers appointed by the commanding officer of the 
nearest aviation post and approved by. the Chief of Air Service and 
the Secretary of War ; and not exceeding $50,000 may be used fot· all 
contingent expenses in connection with an aerial flight around the 
world, for such purposes as may be ,11pproved or authorized by the Sec· 
retary of War, to be immediately available: Provided fm·thet·, That 
section 3648, Revised Statutes, shall not apply to subscriptions for 
foreign and professional newspapers and periodicals to be paid for 
from this appropriation : Provided furthe?-, '.rhat none of the funds 
appropriated uooer this title shall be used for the purpose of giving 
exhibition flights to the public other than those under the control and 
direction of the War Department; and if such flights are given by 
Army personnel upon other than Government fields, a bond of in
demnity, in such sum as the Secretary of War may require for dam
ages to person or property, shall be furnished the Government by the 
parties desiring the exhibition. 

The sum of $1,390,001.65 of the unexpended balance of the appro
priation for the Air Service for the fiscal year 1922 contained in thi> 
"act making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1922, and for other purposes," approved Juno 
30, 1921, shall remain available until June 30, 1925, $399,001.65 of 
this amount to be used for the payment of obligations incui·red under 
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contracts executed prior to June 30, 1922, and the balance for the 
purchase of new airplanes and their equipment, spare parts, and 
'accessories, in addition to the amount expended for the latter purpose 
from the above appropriation of $12,435,000. 

AVIATION, SEACOAST DEFENSES, PANAMA CANAL, 

For the improvement of landing field, France Field, to remain avail· 
able until expended, $145,000. 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF AIR SERVICE>. 

Salaries : For personal services in the District of Columbia in accord· 
ance with " the classification act of 1923," $218,576. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. l\1r. Chairman, I happen to 
know that it is seriously contemplated to offer an amendment 
at this place. In fact, I know that one amendment,. if not more, 
has been prepared. I wish to address the House before anybody 
else .does, for the purpose of undertaking to show that the con
templated amendment should not be offered, because it would 
be ruinous in effect to the whole Air Service if it should be 
adopted. I have a copy of an amendment which it is proposed 
to be offered. It reads as follows : 

Page 38, line 5, insert : " Provided n~ part of the money herein 
appropriated shall be paid to any person, firm, or corporation indebted 
to the United States until such claim shall have been settled." 

Mr. Chairman, if that amendment should be adopted, every 
piece of work and part of construction or repair of an airplane 
would be stopped. A great many Members of this body know 
that a most industrious lobby is at work here for the introduc
tion and passage of such an amendment. As I said, if that 
amendment should be adopted, the further construction of air
planes and the repair of airplanes would have to be stopped 
immediately. Nothing whatever could thereafter be done, for 
the reason tllat the Government is in dispute with every air
craft manufacturing concern from which necessary parts must 
be gotten. These disputes are in course of settlement. How 
long they are going to continue in dispute, or when they will be 
settled, no man knows. Therefore if this amendment should be 
adopted-and I am hoping that those who contemplate introduc
ing it may be prevailed upon not to present it-an airplane part 
could not be gotten; consequently the airplanes could not be 
repaired and could not be built, for the reason that the parts 
with which to build them, if built by the Government, must be 
gotten from those concerns now in litigation with the United 
States Government. 

I think that the House should understand that if such an 
amendment be adopted, instantly the flying service of the 
United States must be closed down. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yes. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Would. not the gentleman better save his 

ammunition until the amendment is offered? I do not believe 
any such amendment will be off er ed. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Perhaps the gentleman knows 
more than I do about it. I am hoping to forestall it. If the 
gentleman objects to my making this statement--

1\fr. LAGUARDIA. Oh, not at all. 
l\1r. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Apparently he does. I believe 

that no Memller of this House with the knowledge of the facts 
that I have stated should offer the amendment. For the infor
mation of the gentleman from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA], 
who just rose, I invite his attention to the fact that I read a 
copy of a proposed amendment to be introduced at this very 
point. Fortunately I do not see the gentleman upon the floor 
at this moment 'vho contemplates offering it. If I had more 
time I would endeavor to throw some light on the active lobby 
just referred to. In any event, I shall do so later. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word. I do so for the purpose of asking the chair
man of the committee if there is any money appropriated in 
this bill for the purchase or acquirement of lighter-than-air 
machines? 

Mr. ANTHONY. There is a limitation on the amount which 
can .be expended for lighter-than-air craft of $500,000. Our 
information is that they contemplate the purchase of a very 
few of the lighter-than-air craft. They are used only for 
observation purposes, or for spotting artillery fire. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. How large are they to be? 
Mr. ANTHONY. They are not to be large. They are going 

to buy two small ships of the semirigid type. I do not know 
the exact dimensions, but they are comparatively small ones, 
very much smaller than the Shenandoah or the type that we 
usually read about. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. They can not be very large if they have 
.only $500,000. J 

LXV-321 

Mr .. ANTHONY. They are very small. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. When did we appropriate the money 

by which the Navy bought the Shenandoah, or tiy which the 
Army has purchased the 111achine which they are to receive 
from Germany? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I can not give the gentleman any informa
tion with regard to the naval purchase, but the ship that is to 
be received from Germany comes to us as a part of the repara
tions agreement, and it is a disputed question whether the ship 
will go to the Army or to the Navy. I sincerely hope it will 
not go to the Army, because I would regard it as an incubus, 
and it will be simply a useless expBnse and a drain upon our 
appropriations. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. If it is from the reparations, how did 
the Army ever get hold of it? 

Mr. ANTHONY. It has not been assigned to either the 
Army or the Navy as yet. 

l\Ir. HULL of Iowa. How did the Army or the Navy have any 
right at all to pay for it out of the reparations? 

Mr. ANTHONY. There is no money from this appropriation 
that can be used for such a ship. If it was presented to the 
Army, the money in this item could be used to operate it, 
undoubtedly. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I quite agree with the chairman of 
the committee that it is a waste of money to invest any money 
at all in these large blimps or lighter-than-air machines. I 
might say that I think that we are making a tremendous mistake 
in our entire airplane development. We are at present ex
pending, I presume, some $40,000,000 a year for airplanes, 
and when we have spent the money, at the end of the year 
we have practically nothing to show for it. 

l\1r. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes. 
Mr. ANTHONY. I think the gentleman ought to know that 

the Army has been very conservative in regard to the money 
that we have appropriated for new construction of airplanes. 
In the last year or two we find that the Air Service of the Army 
has not expended all the money that we have appropriatecl for 
new construction because they are trying to develop more 
efficient types. They are going slow in regard to going into 
the manufacture of planes because they realize that we have 
not yet reache<l the point of development where we are safe 
in going into large production. In this bill we reappropriate 
$1,300,000 that would lapse on July 1, because the Air Service 
has purposely refrained from spending it until they are sure 
they have a type that they could safely go into production on, 
and this year we authorize the reappropriation of that amount 
in addition to the sum carried in the bill. 

l\1r. HULL of Iowa. I am glad to hear that this is true. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa lms 

expired. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 

proforma amendment. I hope my colleagues will give me a few 
moments' attention on this subject. I recall that when the 
naval appropriation bill was before us in the first session of' the 
Sixty-sixth Congress I opposed the appropriation for the pur
chase of the R-34 from England. I was criticized at the time 
on the floor of the House, and the unfortunate result of that 
purchase is still vivid in our memories. I pointed out at the 
time that we were purchasing a type of rigid ship which had 
already become obsolete. As the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HULL] pointed out, we appropriate about $40,000,000 a year, 
in round figures, in the Army and the Navy for the Air Service, 
and yet the other day when we were trying to get an appropria
tion for $1,500,000 for the Post Office the point of order was 
made and the item stricken from the bill. I sincerely hope 
that this will be the last time in an appropriation bill that we 
appropriate for the Air Service of the Army and the Navy 
separately. If you want to develop the United States air 
defense or air offense and create an industry in this country 
for the manufacture of airplanes and flying machines, you 
simply have to stop this wild waste and· duplication of work 
that we are now carrying on with the Army and the Navy. 
You are trying to conduct a new industry, a new weapon of 
warfare, and you are using the same method that you used in 
appropriating for small military posts in the days of the In
dian frontier. You can not do it and be successful. I do not 
know what the Special Committee of Investigation of the Air 
Industry is going to bring out; but I do hope that they will 
have the courage to withstand the pressure of the politicians 
of the Navy Department and the War Department and come 
here with a constructive program and unite all of the air activi~ 
ties of the Government in one departme:r;it and let the United 
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States take its place among the nations of the world in an ade
quate, up-to-date Air Service. 

Now, I do not see, g'€.Ilt1emen, why yon are so willing to ap
pl'Opria:te millions of dollars for tbe Army and for the Navy, 
duplicating on each other, and yet when we come here and ask 
y-0u for an appropriation to cauy on a really useful experiment 
you weigh the lette1's and figure the eost for a few planes that 
the Post Office Depart.m€nt are now -operating. I defy the 
gentleman in charge Qf this bill or the gentleman in charge 
of the nav".Ul bill to define the line where the activities of the 
Army Air Service cease and the activities of the Navy Air 
Service commence. We had recently a speetacula.r, interesting, 
exciting demonstration of the Shenandoah, and I will tell you 
gentlemen th.at the experience of the Slumandoah was of no 
scientific use to air science. Wby, we have al.ready seen an 
airship cross the ocean and back; we have had the German 
Zeppelins many years ago, and here you come with tile Sken,an
doa h which made a short trip .and you got .all excited about it. 
Why, the only man who knows anything about the Shenandoah 
is the German commander who came over here to build it, and 
when he goes back home to Germany he is going to take every
thing he knows back home with him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

AVIATION, SE~OAST DEFENSES, PAN.A.MA CANAL 

For the improve~nt of landing field, Fra~e~ Field, to remain avail
able until expended., $145,000. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I want to ask the chairman of the committee with 
regard to this yenr's expenditures. Will this complete the 
France Field, or only partially? As I understand, this is only 
a partial appropriation. 

l\fr. AN~HONY. · The War Department asked for money suf
ficient to complete the filling in of the entire field. We appro
priated enough to fill in area A. The gentleman \Vill see on the 
map here, included within red lines, there are two areas. Area 
A requires 282,000 cubic yards of filling in order to make a 
suitable landing field. Area B requires 270,000 cubic yards of 
:fillfng . .1We have appropriated sufficient money to fill in area A. 
which will probably take a year to accomplish, and we hope in 
the next biU to give them enough to fill in area B. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Will it cost any more money by making 
the appropriation in two parts? 

M:r. ANTHO:r..1Y. No. It is work that will be done by Pan
ama Canal dredges or by the Quartermaster Department of the 
Government. The Government itself will do the work. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I am very glad to hear that. I want to 
say of all the money you are appropriating for seacoast defense 
at Panama the appropriation you make for the landlng field for 
airplanes is the best appropriation that you are making. It is 
permanent and will last and is a real defense, whereas much 
that you are appropriating is a waste of money. The landing
:field appropriation is justified. I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment. 

l\fr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Cb.airman, for the purpose of asking 
tlle chftirman a question I rise in opposition to the .amendment. 
I want to ask the chairman if the General Staff objected to 
this i tern in the bill? 

Mr. ANTHONY. With reference to France Field, no; they 
approved it. They asked for the entire appropriation. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA.. They realized that air defense is abso-
lutely necessary at Panama? · 

l\lr. ANTHONY. Oh, yes. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. They have admitted as much, have they? 
Mr. ANTHONY. I think so. 
The CHAIRMAN. With-0ut obje.ction, the pro f-Orma amend-

ment is withdrawn. 
The-re was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For the protection, preservation, repair, and maintenance of his

torical fortifications at Fort Niagara, N. Y., Fort Marlon, Fla., and 
San Juan, P. R., $25,000. 

M.r. SEARS of Florida. Mr. Chairman. I offer the following 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment by Mr. SEARS of Florida.: Page 46, line 22, after the 

figures " $25,000 " strike out the period., insert a semicolon, and add 
tbe following : " Pro'Vided, That the Secretary of War is authorized 
to detail not exceeding six noncommissioned o.ffi.cer8 or privates for 
duty at Fort Marion to act as custodians .and guides, under •ucb rules 
and regulations as the Secretary of War may make." 

Mr. DICKINSON of I<>wa. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point 
of order on t.lle amendment. 

Mr. SEARS of Florida. Mr. Chairman, it is a question in 
my mind whether it is subject to the p-oint of order or not as 
it does not add. to the expense of the bill. But, to be abso
lutely frank witll my colleague, perhaps it is subject to tbe 
point of order. Fort Marion, as my colleagues know, is the 
oldest fort in the country. From a historical viewpoint there 
is no place that is more interesting to the people who come to 
Florida than is Fort Marion. Sergeant Black for a number 
of years was there, and for a number of years they lw.Ll a 
company detailed there which perfoTmed the purpose I hope the 
Sec:retary of Wa:r will adopt if my amendment is passed by the 
House. Under the p1·esent system. civilian guides are located, 
at Fort Marion. I hope my friend will not insist upon the 
point of order. It does not add to the cost of the bill I 
believe the people from Ohio and from tile oilier States com
ing down to St. Augustine and going to this old fort, as thou
sands and t11ousands of them do every year, that they sbonld 
have either a noncommissioned officer or a private, if a non
commissioned officer can not be secured without additional ex
pense, to show them through this historical place. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SEARS of Florida. Yes. 
Mr. ANTHONY. I know the gentleman realizes that the 

amendment he proposes is really an act of administration? 
~Ir. SEARS of Florida. Yes. 
Mr. ANTHONY. And also the gentleman understands the 

committee has set up an entirely new item in the bill in order 
to take care of the situation that was so ably presented to 
our committee by the gentleman. We realized that Fort 
Marion was a wonderful example of Spanish military archi
tecture, erected several hundred years ago, and also that the 
gentleman from Florida desired a small appropriation, so that 
it could be preserved. We placed Fort Marion in the bill be
cause we agreed with him. It was our understanding-at least 
the Secretary of War so informed us-that a local society there 
was fur.qishing guides looking after the old fort. Is that the 
case? 

Mr. SEARS of Florida. That is the case, but the citizens 
of St. Augustine are objecting to that, because they believe 
that the Government should, as in the case of the Washington 
Monument, furnish these guides if it does not cost the Govern
ment any additional money. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Of comse the gentleman realizes that no 
military object is to be subserved by stationing troops there. 

Mr. SEARS of Florida. I know; but every visitor to St. 
Augustine goes through this fort. The citizens there feel that 
the Government should take that work over if it does not 
cause additional expense. This would not interfere with the 
wonderful work the historical society has done there. I be
lieve, though, the Government should maintain and preserve 
these valuable historical places. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Would it not be a fine idea for the State 
of Florida to take over Fort Marion? 

Mr. SEARS of Florida. It would ; but let me suggest we · 
might soon be in the position of the society that is interested 
in tile acquisition of Monticello and whose members are ask
ing people to subscribe in order that the place may be pre
served. I thank the committee for the recognition they gave 
me as to Fort Marion. 

Mr. .ANTHONY. I understand that the society pays the. 
Government $500 for the administration of Fort Martin and 
also maintains the land surrounding, grounds and property. 

Mr. SEARS of Florida. Does the gentleman think that the 
mere pittance of $500 at Fort Marion should be charged to 
anybody? Does the gentleman beli~ve that $500 should be 
charged for the tµ;e and preservation of Fort Marion? 

Mr. ANTHONY. No. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that this amendment 

offered by the gentleman from Florida would be legislation, and 
the point of order is sustained. 

Mr. SEARS of Florida. I am sorry my friend from Iowa saw 
fit to make a point of order on the amendment. I know, how
ever, that he would not have done so had he not thought it his 
duty to make the point of order. When the bill comes up again 
next year I trust he will .find that this amendment is a good 
one and that, therefore, he will not make a point of order. That 
does not reflect on my colleague who made the point of order. 

I want to ask the gentleman from Kansas a question. My 
attention this morning was called to the fact that the report 
which the committee bad before it called for $60,000 for Fort 
Niagara, N. Y. I notice that this appropriation carries only 
$25,000; and 1f $60,000 was necessary for Fort Niagara, I was 
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wondering where Fort Marion came in under a. $25,000 proposl· Mr. LAGUARDIA. I believe we ought to have there an air 
tion. base. 

Mr. ANTHONY. As I stated to the gentleman a moment ago, l\lr. BARBOUR. I agree with that. 
this is a new item, set' up in the bill with the idea that the Mr. LAGUARDIA. With sufficient planes, and that we ought 
Government should exercise proper care in the administration to have mobile artillery of large caliber. 
of this post. Previous to 1922 the Government expended $1,500 Mr. BARBOUR. What caliber? 
at Fort Marion for preservation. Under this appropriation they Mr. LAGUARDIA. I am not an eArpert on artillery. 
have spent that much or more. Mr. BARBOUR. But the gentleman says this plan is all 

Mr. SEARS of Florida. I am not complaining, but it does wrong. 
not show it. If the Chairman will recall my request, it was fo1• Mr. LAGUARDIA. I say it is. I say it is startling that the 
not less than $2,500, and possibly it would require $5,000. That War Department will not permit the air ·branch of the service 
is a small amount. I hope the committee had that in view when to give us information, and I want to say to the gentleman 
they recognized Fort Marion now for the first' time. It has that the information which I obtained from the Navy Depart-
never been in the blll before. ment was simply ridiculous. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The committee felt that the gentleman from Mr. ANTHONY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Florida with his well-known powers of persuasion could prob· Mr. LAGUARDIA.. Yes. 
ably influence the War Department. Mr. ANTHONY. Just what information does the gentleruau 

l\Ir. SEARS of Florida. If I could be as successful with the want? The committee felt the War Department was very free 
War Department as I have been with the committee I would in . giving information. 
not have any doubt, but I have not been as successful with Mr. LAGUARDIA.. All right. Then I will ask the gentle. 
some of the departments as I have been with the committee, man--
and I thank the gentleman for stating the committee did so The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
out of regard for my statement. Mr. ANTHONY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle-

1\Ir. ANTHONY. Yes. The committee was influenced by the man may proceed for five additional minutes. 
gentleman from Florida to decide on putting Fort Marion in The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks that the 
a reasonable state of repair. gentleman from New York may proceed for five additional 

Mr. SEARS of Florida. I shall not press the point. I wish minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
to again thank the gentlemen for the consideration which they hears none. 
gave me when I presented the case to them. Mr. LAGUARDIA. I want to get and I want my colleagues 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn. to get-and not from me but from the War Department-a 
The Clerk will read. cornpamtive chart showing the range of the guns which the 

The Clerk read as follows: derinrtment intends putting at Panama, and then showing the 
SEACOAST DEFENSES, PANAM.i cAN.A.L. carrying capacity of bombing planes and the range of those 

For preparation of plans for fortifications and other works of de- planes. 
fense, including surveys for roads, Canal zone, $3,000. l\1r. AKTHONY. ·we can tell the gentleman the range of the 

16-inch guns that will be Installed under tlie provisions of the 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the bill. The maximum range ·is 50,000 yards, which is a far 

last word. . greater range than it is possible for any foreign battleship to 
~he CHAIJ;tMAN. The gentleman from New York moves to maintain against them. 

strike out the last word. I Mr. LAGUARDIA.. If your foreign battleship fleet carries 
Mr. LAGUARDIA.. Mr. Chairman, here we have the first item . with it a carrier vessel with bombing planes then what are you 

on ~ new program for the fortification of the i:anama ~~anal. 1 going to <lo? 
Now, gentlemen, I wanted to come before this committee pre· l\Ir. A.NTHOXY. We have naval and Army air bases in 

pared with actual information and with official data f:oru the Panama with i:;nfticient planes to repel any naval air attack 
War Department. I stated to you a few moments ago, m reply which can be brought against them. 
to the inquiry made by the gentleman, that 1 would give him in- . Mr. LA.GUARDIA.. If so why expend $100,000,000 in 
formation that would be startling. If the gentleman will give · Panama? · ' 
me his attention, I want to tell him that this committee can not Mr. A~1.'HONY. We are not. 
get information from the War Depru.·tment. First, I asked the Mr. IJAGUAHDIA.. How much are you going to expend? 
Chief of the Air Service. to prepare for me a chart for use before Mr. ANTHONY. 'The estimated expense of installing the 
this committee when we were considering this bill, showing tlle four guns at the Pacific end is $1,200,000, and the same amount 
range of the new guns contemplated in the new fortifications, to will lJe expended to emi)lace four 16-inch guns at the Atlantic 
show thek effectiveness against an attack from the air, and to end. This $200,000 is just for the emplacement and starting 
show the value of defense at Panama with i:mfficient air force of the work. 'Ve have the guns on hant.l. 
if these fortifications were not constructed. Ti1e Chief of the :\Ir. LAGUARDIA. Will this pay for all the emplacements? 
Air Service sent an officer to my office asking me to make the ~Ir. ANTHOXY. It will start the work. 
request of the Secretary of War. I made the request to the Mr. LAGUARDIA. Exactly. 
Secretary of War, and got the usual stereotyped reply-that it l\lr. AN'rHONY. We have to build a railroad and we have to 
was referred to the proper bureau. Then an official from the e.xcavate. 
Air Service came to me and talked informally, but not officially, l\Ir. LAGUARDIA. What wiil that cost before you are 
and I again demanded information from the Secretary of War. 
I have been unable to obtain it, and I will say right here on the through? 
floor of the House that the Air Service is not permitted to give Mr. ANTHONY. This provides for the construction of the 
this House the accurate information. railroad and for the excavation, and the placing of the 

Now, why is it, gentlemen, wl.ten we are asked to commence an foundations. 
appropriation in this seemingly innocent and innocuous and in- Mr. L_\.GUA.RDIA. Then how much more will you have to 
expensive manner for plans at a cost of $3,000 and construction spen<l? 
of seacoast batteries of $252,000, which is only the beginning of Mr. ANTHONY. As I stated, the total cost of the battery 
a large project there that is going to cost you millions-why is is $1,200,000. 
it that we can not get the technical information, so that we Mr. LAGUARDIA. And that is the complete expense at 
may know what we are doing? Panama? 

Mr. BARBOUR. Will the gentleman yield? l\Ir. ANTHONY. At one end; that is the expense at each 
Mr. LAGUARDIA.. I will. end. 
Mr. BARBOUR. Does the gentleman agree that we should Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is not the information I get from 

have some seacoast defenses in the Panama Canal? the War Department, and the gentleman will find himself 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Not unless it is mobile. greatly embarrassed in one or two years from now, when 
Mr. BARBOUR. Will the gentleman tell us what, in his be comes for more mone~·. 

opinion, we should have there? Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA.. Does not the gentleman believe we ought Mr. LAGUARDIA.. Yes. 

to get that information from the War Department? Mr. WINGO. The gentleman interests me. He said he 
Mr. BARBOUR. But the gentleman says this is all wrong thought the War Department ought to give us certain scientific 

in the bill. Now, for the information of the House, will the and technical informatiou. 
gentleman tell us what he thinks ought to be there? It will, Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 
at least, be informing to ns. l\Ir. WINGO. What is it? 
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Mr. L...\GUARDIA. Why,, I just explainedt it, to· the gentle+ 
man from Kansas. We ought to know-r know it, but it oug:tit 
to come from the War Department-just, how many planes we 
are to have there. 

Mr. WINGO. I think you ought to tell me; I would like to 
know it. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I will tell the gentleman. now. If we put 
a proper air base there we can carry more explosives a greater 
distance than any artillery you can maintain at that point. 
And I will tell the gentleman that if we ever have the misfor
tune to be attacked. at that point, we are not going to be at
tacked by a fleet in the water but by an air fleet 

l\Ir. WINGO. The gentleman complains because certain tech· 
nical jnformation is not furnislied the Congress, but he says 
he bas it. Now, there is no law to prohibit the gentleman from 
telling the House, if the gentleman has it. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I say that I am now telling the gentle
man, and I want the Wal" Department to admit it. 

l\fr. WINGO. But that is not technical information which 
the gentleman has given us. That is his argument. 

Mr. DAGUA-:DIA. Why can we not get the technical infor
mation from the War Department? 

Mr. W~GO. The gentleman says he has it; why not tell 
the House? 

l\Ir. LAGUARDIA. I am just telling you generally what the 
conditions are and what every man knows. 

Mr. WINGO: If everybody knows it, why call on the War 
Department to tell us? 

l\Ir. LAGUARDIA. In order to convince the gentleman from 
Arkansas and the other gentlemen who are going to vote for 
this appropriation. 

Mr. WTNGO. Well, how? 
l\fr. LAGUA:RDIA. I can not convince the gentleman, seem

ingly. 
l\Ir. WINGO. How would you convince us? You have not 

given us any technical information and yet you say that every
body knows it. 

Mr. I~AGUARDIA. Tlie gentleman knows I can not get that 
information and that is my eomplaint. 

l\lr. WINGO. But the gentleman said a while ago that be 
had it. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I said I knew generally that we were 
spending money on this kind of coast defense, and anything 
that may be said upon the floor of this House is simply said 
because we have not the accurate information from the War 
Department. 

Mr. BARB0UR. I will state to the gentleman that the War 
Department furnished the committee with all the information 
it sought on these matters. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Why was it not furnished to other 
Members? 

l\ir. BAR-ROUR. The gentleman can get it from the hear
ings, , 

Mr. LAGU ARDI.&. For the purpose of the re('() rd I want to 
ask the gentleman a question, because it will not be long before 
the next appropriation bill is before the House. It will not 
cost over $2,000,000 to complete the four guns on the Pacific 
end? 

Mr. BARBOUR. It is estimatM at $1,200,000. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. And $1,200,00-0 for the other side? 
Mir. BARBOUR. Yes. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is $2,400,000, and you are not going 

to ask for · any mor~ money for that purpose. Then we will 
have some fun on the next appropriation. 

Mr. BARBOUR. That is the estimate. 
l\fr. LAGUARDIA. I will say it is an estimate. 
Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I am not an expert but I believe 

I am as . good an expert as the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
LAGUARDIA]. Let us see what he is raising all this fuss about. 
I was listening to him, and I thought we were running into 
something and that the War Department was trying to keep 
something from the public that it ought to give us. The gentle
man complained for five minutes that he had asked for certain 
information and somebody from the department l'tad come down 
to see him and bad told him to ask for it from the Secretary of 
War, and. th~ Secretary of War gave him a stereotyped answer 
and referred him to somebody else, and somebody else came 
down, and then I was on tiptoe because I thought I was goin"' 
to get something, and then directly he said it was technical 
information. He said he had the technical information, and I 
asked him then, "Why do you not give it to us'!" 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman is in errOi'. I said I could. 
not get it. 

Mr. WINGO. The gentleman said he had it. Oh, it you d()l 
not correct your remarks the RECORD will show that you said, 

"I have g<>t it," and I said, "Why do you not tell us?" Every_! 
body present" knows that that is true. 
No~, what is the. matte~ with tbe gentleman? I like the gen- 1 

tleman, but do you kho:w· what I thought, and I say this in all 1 

kindness to the gentleman. I remarked to some of the gentle
men sitting back here when the gentleman was talking about 
this information that the g~ntleman reminded me of the story 
of the dog that was chasing the train and an old farmer f:a.i.d, 
"What the hell would he do with it if he caught it?" [Ap
plause.] Now, what would the gentleman from New York do 
with the technicnl information, if he got it? 

Mr: I,AGUAR'DIA. May I state that perhaps I could convince 
the gentleman from Arkansas if I hacl the information? 

Mr. WINGO. No; the gentleman could not convinc~ me 
because with all due respect to the gentleman T kno-\v that 
however great his expertence and knowledge may be, we have 

·some gentlemen in the War Department and in the Navy De
partment, whatever may be their faults and however extrava
gant they may be, who are just as patriotic as the gentleman 
from New York or myself. If they are not, God save the 
country, because in the last analysis on these technical ques
tions we lJmre got to let them waste some money because that 
is · the only way by which you can experiment in a new in
dustry and find out what to do. [Applause.] Oh, as long as 
they are spending it honestly, although wastefully, in trying 
to solve the evolutionary problem of airplane defense and 
offense, why should you and I sit around and like fice dogs 
yow-yow-yow at them; and, bless you, they are hampered no..w 
with suspicion and charges of graft. I feel sorry for these 
good men dow1,1 in the War Department and in the Navy De
partment. As long as they ar'e spending. the money honestly 
and not greasing somebody's itching palm we should not com
plain. As long as they are going out and spending the money, 
although perhaps wastefnlJy, groping in the' dark, trying to 
keep this Nation abucast of the developments in the Air 
Service, oh, the least we can do, gentlemen, is not to insinuate 
they are trying to mislead the House and cover up some
thing. God be with these men. l\fay they be successful in 
maintaining the supremacy of the United States1 and may 
Congress have the courage to vote them the necessary money 
to carry on the needed experiments to develop our Air 
Service so that we can be invincible in time of war. [Ap
plause.] 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WINGO. I yield to the gentleman because I know ha 

is going- to give me some information. 
M1·. LA.GUARDIA. The gentleman has missed the point 

entirely. 
Mr. WINGO. I know I have, and I want you to give it to 

me. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA .. They are not 'experimenting. with air 

defense and air offense. That is what I want them to do. 
They are sinking the money in old, antiquated, obsolete forts. 

Mr. WINGO. Who knows that? With all respect to the 
gentleman, I do not think he knows a bit more about the Air 
Service than I do. Now, that may be a broad statement, but 
certainly I am not going to accept the gentleman's statement 
on his e~'})erience when it contradicts and challenges the united 
judgment of men in the Wm· Department tha.t he has Il()t given 
any facts to show we should distrust either their intelligenqe, 
their integrity, or their patriotism. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has e:qtlred. 
Mr. WINGO. And I ha:ve got all the information I want. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, I mo.ve to strike out the 

last word. I want to say just a word about the appropriation 
which has just been. ma.<le for the repair of historic buildings, 
including those at Fort Niagara,. N. Y. Fort Niagara is at 
the foot of the Niagara River. It is one of the historic rivers, 
perhaps the most historic and in many reBpects the most im
portant river in the United States. The fort at tb.e foot of 
that river is one of the oldest buildings in. the United States. 
It is an historic building. It was the center of many conflicts 
in the Revolution. It changed hands again and again, not 
once but repeatedly. It passed into the British hands and 
back into our- hands and finally ooeame ai part of the terri
tory of the United States as a result of conflicts• and victories. 

We send every year thousands and thousands o:fl visitors 
abroad to look upon the monuments of past achievements in 
Europe. This is a new cormtry and we have only a few his
toric buildings that have com~ down to us from the -past, and 
these :few we, should cherish. Not only: is this. appropriation 
important from an historic standpoint but from a practi<ral 
standpoint as well. This Government owns a valuable domain 
at the mouth of the Niagara River. where it empties into Luka 
Ontario. 
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The land itself is of enormous value. It is Ming swept by 

the storms into the lake. It is a question of preserving valU· 
able property by rebuilding the sea wan. That is the purpose 
of this appropt"iation. 

Years ago the map shows that there was an orcha1•d existing 
north of what is now the end of the fort domain. That has 
been swept into Lake Ontario. The amount appropriated here 
is wholly inadequate; it will not rebuild the sea wall but it will 
start the work. The amount necessary is $57,000. · We only 
obtain $7,500 through this appropriation, but, strange and ab
surd as it may seem, this seems to have been the first appro
priation in this countty for the purpose of preserving historic 
.buildings. It is the first time that we have started to pre
serve in this way the glorious history of the Revolution. · It is 
the first time we have made an effort in that direction, and the 
com:ruittee felt on that account that the appropriation, even of 
this amount, might be challenged, and so they brought in 
only a fraction, a stnall percentage, of what is needed. But the 
work will begin and there is no question that it will be con
tinued and appropriations adequate in amount will be granted 
in the future. 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. HAWLEY having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had passed with amendment the bill (Ii. R. 6815) to 
authorize a temporary increase of the Coast Guard for law 
enforcement, in which the concurrence of the House of Repre
sentat~ves was requeBted. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. '7449) making appropriations to supply defi
ciencies for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, and prior 
years, to provide supplemental appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1924, and for other purposes. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
For the -eonstrttction of seacoast batteries on the Canal Zone for 

defense of the Panama Canal, $272,460. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment of M1•. 1It7t.L of Iowa: Page 48, lines 1 and 2, strike out 

the paragraph. 

Mr. HULL of Io\"9"a. Mr. Chairman, I do not do this with any 
idea of making carping criticism of the War Department. I 
believe in expert advice. I do believe, however, that it is the 
duty of a Congressman, no matter how hard it may seem, to call 
attention of the country by even placing his opinion against the 
opinion of experts and let the future judge. I have not hesi· 
tated to do this in the past and I shall not hesitate to do it in 
the future. 'rhis item is but the start of an expenditure of 
money that will run Into many millions, and every bit of it is 
.obsolete before you start on it. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will. 
Mr. BARBOUR. Will the gentleman tell us what he would 

have done? • 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will before I get through. 
Mr. BARBOUR. Why not now? 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will now. I would construct mobile 

artillery. You are going to have a fort, and you would have lt 
so you would not concenl the gun and place It on a fixed forti
fication where the enemy knows before the trouble comes where 
it is and where they can pound it to pieces. 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes. 
l\Ir. DICK'.INSON of Iowa. Why can not you use mobile 

artillery as supplemental to the other? 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. A fixed fortification is absolutely use

less if you use mobile artillery. There is no place 1n the 
world where mobile artillery could be worked so satisfactorily 
as at the Panama Canal. If you take one gun and place it 
properly you can use it on either side of the canal You 
double the effectiveness. You place a piece of artillery in a 
fixed position, as you are proposing to do there out on Bruja 
Point, and every war department in the world knows it, knows 
where it 1s,. and if they can get within 15 miles they will 
pound it to pieces. It was obsolete before the late war, which 

demonstrated beyond all question that you must not have 
~ed fortifications. Take, as an illush·ation, the Germans 
wheh they went through Belgium, and that was on the land. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman yield? · 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes. 
l\Ir. RANKIN. Wha.t is the elevation above sea level at 

Panama where these guns will be placed? 
Mt. RULL of Iowa. Bruja Point is not very high. The 

gun could be concealed, but they will have to build a railroad 
out there. 

l\Ir. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes . 
Mr. McKENZIE. I think the gentleman from Iowa is cor~ 

rect, and I agree with him with respect to railroad attillery, 
but let :me put this question to him about the blowing up of 
fixed fortifications. Suppose they dropped a bomb on the 
railroad track, about midway between the two coasts of the 
Panama Canal, what would happen? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Why the inj1.1ry would not last 48 
hours. 'rhey could repair the railroad track; but Jet them 
clrop a bomb on your fl.xed fortifications, and they are all gone, 
and with them expenditures of millions of dollars . 

. l\It·. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes. 
l\fr. HILL of Maryland. vTuat does the gentleman think that 

the 16-inch gun would be doing while they wete dropping' a 
bomb upon it? Would It not be working, protecting itself? 

Mr. ::HULL of Iowa. Why, you could not .put a 16-inch gun 
on an .fi!.irplane. 

Mr. '"HILL of Maryland. I do not think anybody ever pr'O
posed to do that. 

:Mr. HULL of · Iowa. From the gentlemlm's question I 
thought he did. 

:Mr. HILL of Maryland. They would be very serviceable on 
airplane carriers, would they not? 

l\.fr. HULL of Iowa. I want to· be fair with the gentleman. 
I am not objecting to 16-inch guns, but I would put the guns 
on railroad cars that can be concealed. 

Mr. HILL of l\laryland. Is the gentleman in favor of 2.75 
guns? 

1\1r. BLANTON. We understand the gentleman from Iowa 
correctly, and I think he is making a good argument. He 
could nat possibly put on an airplane the kind of 16-inch gun 
they send here fr'o1n Baltimore. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con
sent to proceed for five minutes more? 
•The CHAiltMA.N. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. I say that you are making a mistake in 

Panama and that it is a mistake to do as you propose to do. 
I call this to the attention of the chairman of the committee. 
He was down there at Panama last summer, and when we were 
there it was not the plan of the War Department to have these 
fi:xed fortifications at Bruja Point. They changed their plan. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HULL of Icrwa. I want first to carry out one other 

point. I criticized their plans, and so did the gentleman from 
Kansas, at that time, and they have changed them, but they are 
still proposing to put a fixed battery without any fortification 
there. That is what I am protesting against. 

In this day and age you ought not to spend the people's 
money for fixed batteries on the seacoast without any protec· 
tion. They can protect them if the:V will. It is a makeshift 
and it is prov-en absolutely to be the fact that they changed 
their plans after they wanted Taboga Island fortified and the 
committee wisely struck that out. Then they said to ~ive them 
some money for a fixed fortification on the mainland~ 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. The- gentleman says that this fixed fortifica

tion would be so fixed in the mind of an enemy that the enemy 
could destroy it from the air, and at the same time he recom
mends that we use railroad artillery. As a matter of fact 
the railroad track would be just as fixed in the mind of th~ 
enemy as a fixed fortification, and the enemy could fly across 
the !sthmus right over this track and destroy it much more 
easily than he could a fixed fortification, could he not? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. No; because a railroad track can be 
repaired. Then I say another thing. I have not recommended 
thls. I say that if you are going to fortify the Panama Canal 
with batte~·ies, you, want them to be mobile, you want them to 
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be protected, you want them so that you can conceal them. 
That is all I do say. It is perfectly apparent. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did the gentleman ever see any 16-inch rail
way artillery or motor artillery that worked successfully? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I admit that they have not designed 
as yet a 16-inch motor field artillery truck, but it is not im
possible. They have a 14-inch gun on such a truck, and the 
reason they have not designed a 16-inch mobile truck is because 
the railroads can not be made to carry them. That fact can 
be answered at the Panama Canal, because you would not have 
to run them on the railroad except for a very short distance. 
You could use the canal as far as that goes. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes. 
Mr. McKENZIE. ·Is it not a fact that the experts on artillery 

testified before the Committee on Military Affairs that there is 
very great advantage with the guns placed on shore in a com
bat with warships at sea, and that the number of hits that can 
be made from a fixed fortification is far in excess of any hits 
that can be made from ships shooting at artillery on shore 
which is placed below the level of the land? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes; but at the very same time they 
asked for money for mobile artillery, and to-day they are pro
tecting the Atlantic seaboard with mobile artillery, and they 
should be. They are using mobile artillery in the field and they 
used it in France, and the only artillery that this country was 
able to use on the front in France was mobile artillery. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Is it not also a fact that the reason for that 
is that we can not afford to have fixed fortifications all along 
our extended coast; and therefore it is necessary to have mobile 
artillery? • 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. That is a very good reason, and that is 
one reason why I appeal to you to fix it down at Panama, be
cause you can do it for 50 per cent and do it much better and 
more efficiently than you can if you try to place fixed fortifica
tions thue. 

The CHAIRMAN. · The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
again expired. 

Mr. HUI,L of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to proceed for two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. If you are going to place fixed fortifica

tions there, then for Heaven's sake place them so that they are 
protected. That is what modern people are doing. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I am trying to make the point that we 
should not abolish all of our fixed fortifications simply because 
mobile artillery on railroad cars is a very good plan. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I am not asking you to do that. I am 
only asking this committee to not appropriate a great sum oi 
money to start on fixed fortifications at the Panama Canal on 
the west side. . 

Now, I am not attempting to abolish anything. I am trying 
to save the money. This will call attention of the War De
partment to the need of going down there and studying the 
question, and then if they will come with a constructive plan 
to Congress I will vote for it; but I want to tell you that I 
can not vote for a makeshift plan such as proposed in this 
bill, and I am not trying to say this in any way of criticism 
of the committee or criticism of the War Department; I am 
just trying to get a constructive program that will protect us 
in case we have to meet an enemy. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com
mittee, this question seems to be one of a difference of opinion 
between experts. On the one hand we have the experts of the 
War Department. They have been studying the question of 
national defense over a period of years and came before our 
committee and recommended, among other ·things necessary 
for our national security, a 4-gun battery of 16-inch guns at 
the Pacific entrance of the Panama Canal. On the other hand, 
we have a board of experts, composed of my friend from Iowa 
and the gentleman from New York, ·Who disagree with the 
experts of the War Department, and, so far as I have been 
able to observe, have disagreed to practically every item in 
the bill. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BARBOUR. Gladly. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. You al&o have a number of experts, 

and there were several of them who proposed to fortify Taboga 
Island. 

Mr. BARBOUR. As the gentleman from Iowa stated a few 
moments ago, that plan has been abandoned. It was realized 
there were certain disadvantages in fortifying Taboga Island. 
It is a comparatively small island that lifts up out of the sea 
1,000 feet. It is almost solid rock. If they place a battery 

·there, the guns would have to be concentrated and placed close 
together. It would then be necessary to defend this battery 
by supplemental batteries stationed at various points. lti 
would be necessary to build roads leading to the guns. There 
is not room for the necessary buildings to house the . troops 
required to man the guns. Taboga Island can be seen for 
miles at sea, au object easy to hit, and it would be particula l'ly 
disastrous if it should be hit, because the guns would have 
to be concentrated because of lack of space. Now, the War 
Department bas adopted a plan of placing this 4-gun bat
tery on the mainland. It is not necessary to have mobile 
guns stationed there. This battery is for the purpose of de
fending the entrance of the canal. It is not necessary to move. 
up and down the coast. No naval attack would contemplate 
the dropping of bombs on the Republic of Panama. An attack
ing enemy is going to concentrate on the canal works an<l at 
the entrances. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Will the entrance of the canal be pro
tected by fortifications on Flamenco Island and these other 
islands? , 

Mr. BARBOUR. The fortifications on Flamenco Island con
sist of 14-inch guns. It was demonstrated at the maneuvers 
last spring that a modern battleship armed with 16-inch guns 
can stand outside the range of the 14-inch guns at Flamenco 
Island and absolutely destroy the Miraflores Locks and the de
fensive works at the entrance to the canal without corning 
within range of the present canal defenses. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BARBOUR. I will. 
Mr. RANKIN. As I understand, the object of these batter

ies is to defend the entrance to the canal from the bomba1·d
ment of a vessel at sea. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Entirely; yes, sir. 
Mr. RANKIN. Now, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] 

was discussing these land fortifications, and stated that these 
16-inch gun batteries can be destroyed by airplanes. As a mat
ter of fact, any bomb which is dropped from an airplane would 
put one of these land batteries out of business, and would if 
dropped in the canal be sufficient to put the canal itself out of 
commission. 

Mr. BARBOUR. It is planned not to place these guns to~ 
gether. That is the idea of placing them on the mainland, so 
that they will be able to concentrate their fire on the enemy 
and yet be located far enough apart that the enemy can not 
concentrate on these guns. It is also necessary to have an 
air defense for the Panama Canal. It is the most effective 
defense from an attack by the air. The gentleman from New 
York is an authority on aviation, but we happen to have on 
this matter even a higher authority than the gentleman from 
New York. General Patrick, Chief of the Army Air Service, 
in discussing the defense of the Panama Canal against air at
tacks, testified before our committee that a sufficient number 
of airplanes would be necessary. Those are in addition to the 
16-inch guns which would be used against naval attack. Gen
eral Patrick stated that it is necessary to have both types of 
defense. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. BARBOUR. I ask for five minutes ~dditional. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 

The Ohair hears no'ne. 
Mr. BARBOUR. General Patrick said there are times along 

the Canal Zone when airplanes would not be effective on 
account of fog or other weather conditions, but these guns 
can be used on such occasions and be•effective against an 
enemy at sea. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BARBOUR. I will. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Now, the gentleman is saying we should 

depend absolutely on airplanes and also we ought to have 
the fortifications. You are going to have to build a railroad 
there all along the coast to Blucher Point; why not use a mobile 
fortification or mobile artillery which is easily concealed, which 
protects itself and which you can use on both sides of the canal 
as well as anywhere else? 

Mr. BARBOUR. If it is necessary for the complete defense 
of the Panama Canal that we also have mobile guns then let us 
by all means have mobile guns, but to put this battery of four 
16-inch guns at the Pacific entrance of the canal is the best 
plan according to the view of the experts of the War Depart
ment. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BARBOUR. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. It would be impossible, as I understand it, to 

get railway artillery that would shoot as far as these land 
batteries? 
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Mr. BARBOUR. That is my qnderstandlng. 
l\1r. RANKIN. The object of the land batteries is to keep 

a foreign fleet out? 
l\fr. DARBOUR. That is tr'Qe, 
Mr. RANE:l!'~·. l:f these railway guns would not meet ttiat 

want, they would be practically useless? 
Mr. BARBOUR. Yes. I will say to · ttie ge:ntlell'.lan from 

'.Mississippi and tbe other members of the committee that with 
an effective 4-gun bfl.ttery of l6-i:ucb. guns no }lattlesbip will da11e 
to come within range. 'J;'hat was deJUonstrated in the Woi.'ld 
W~r. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chp.irrnan, will t:q~ g~ntleman yield? 
l\:1r. BARBOUR. Yes. 
l\fr. HULL of Iowa, lt nas not been demonstrateq, however, 

and ~e gentleman know~ it, that the 16-inch gup.s on the 
railroad fortifications shoot at a less distance or a,t a less 
rapge than on !'l. fi~ed emplacement. It s:P.oots jl}st as far, and 
everybocly knows it. 

Mr. BARBOUR. '.;rhe gentlell'.lan from Iowa him~elf stateQ. 
a 1!10ment ago t;hat an effective 16-inch railroi:id gun 4ad not 
yet been perfected. 

And the gentleman from Iowa also state!l that perJ;Daneµtly 
established batteries are obsolete and !11effecttve.. Gentlem~n. 
I have but to call your attention to the island of Heligoland, 
of which we beard so rp:uch during tbf3 Worlq W;ir. 

MP. HULL of Iowa. l\'Ir. Cll&irm&n, will tne gentleman yield· 
for a moment? 

Mr. BARBOU!t. In a moment. No enemy vessel of 14e 
allied fleets dared to get within range of tb.e guns on IJeligol&nd. 
And that will be the same situation on the Panama Qana,l. If 
we h&ve propel! batteri~s defending tP.a eu.trances there will 
not be an enemy vessel dare to get within range. Why specµlata 
on tJ:iis? We have the experts of the War Departnient on the 
one hand, and against their opinion we have the opipion of 
the two experts of the llouse of Representatives, the gentleman 
from Iowa and tb.e gentle.ma:ri from New York. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The gentleman will admit t:Q.is, that 
every gun placed by. tne Germ1ms at Heligoland was protected, 
just the same as they are at Gibraltar. None of thell'.l lire 
placed where they have no protection, 
, Mr. BARBOUR. Where tl1e gentleman gets the idea that 
these guns are going to be exposed, and that there will be 
nothing to protect them, I do not know. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. All of them a11e exposed. They built 
at Flamenco, on Flamenco Island, and I called their attention 
to it. They have. no pPotection to the guns. They have their 
ammunition protected. It is the most wonderful place in the 
world if they had properly placed it where nothing could de
stroy it; but they placed it just as bigh as they could, where 
everybody can shoot it and everybody can shoot at it. It is 
~ike a bird on a fence post, where every boy can hit it. 

l\fr. BLANTON. We need these "House experts." We have 
learned a lesson from these "House 0A'1)el'ts." We did so when 
the Navy experts told us about the necessity of raising the tur
rets of our naval guns, and then it was left for the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. MADDEN] to find out otherwise, and he pre
vented the expenditure of an appropriation of $6,000,000. 

Mr. BARBOUR. That was on the naval bill. I hope the com
mittee wlll not strike this item out of the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the Panama 
Canal is conceded by everybody to be the keystone of our 
national defense. Our experts of tbe Army and the Navy, with 
the lesson of the recent World War before them, have had 
under study for several years the best way to defend this 
(Nation by protecting the Panama Canal from invasion or de
struction. Experts who are real experts have advised as to 
what should be done there. It is folly, and nothing short of 
folly, for this, House to undertake to do anything except that 
which we are told by them to do. If misfortune should happen 
to the Panama Canal, h<JW welcome it would be to the expei1ts 
of the Army and Navy to be able to say, "I told you so, and 
instead of following our advice you took that of somebdy who 
did not know a confounded thing about it," any more than I 
do, and I do not know anything about it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. No; I decline for the reason 

that I have oi:ily five minutes. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa, I will get you five minut~ more. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. The longer this thing is dis

cussed by somebody who does not know any more about tt than 
l do-and tbat is full in evidence here [laughter]-the more 
apparent it becomes that at last we are compelled to take the 
p.dvice of those officers in the Army and Navy who, thl'Ol'lgh 
long years, we have educated up to the point of giving us ad .. 
:Vice. There is nothing else to do now, in my humble judgment, 

than to take it and appFopriate more than we are now doing. 
Because they asked for more let us not give less· but every 

. time let us give enough to make the country safe fro'm invasion.' 
[Applause and cries of 11 Vote!"] 

Mr. l:IULL of Iowa. Mr. OhaiPman, I ask for one minute. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman fl'om Iowa asks unani· 

mous consent to proceed for one minute. Is thei:e objection? 
There w~s no objection. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. The gentleman is in favor of taking the 

advice of experts. Did the gentleman object in the wa11 when 
the War Department told us we had to take in boys under 21 
to wiµ the war? Did not th~ gentleman question that advice 
and come on the floor of Congress and vote to defeat the War 
Department? The gentleman from Kentucky voted that way. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. If a question had a1,lsen as to 
the question of placing those boys either here, there~ or yondeJ.!, 
I would have yielded to the expert testimony of the officeFs ot 
our ·Army. b\pplause.] 

Mr. HULL ·of Iowa. · But you did not yield at that ti"!1le, 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 

expired. 
l\fr. FITZGIDRALD rose. 
The CH.A.IltMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman froJD 

Ohio rise? -
Mr. FITZGERALD. To discuss tl}is portion of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentlell'.lan move to strf ke out 

tµe last worq? 
Mr. FITZGERALP. I move to strike out the . last t:P :re~ 

words. 
.The CHAIRMAN. Thti ge.qtleman is recognized for nvQ 

mmutes. 
:\\lr .. FITZGElt:li-LP· :)Mr. Cllairman and gentiemeµ a! the 

~omm1ttee, I am intensely interested in tb..e fortifications of th.e 
Panama Canal, uot only 6ecause I lul.ve bee:q. there anq in
spected them ll.lld returned to ma~ a coi:pplaint ta the Secretary 
of War about the defenseless condition of tne canal but also 
JJeca,iise I have conv~rseq with those Army and Na~y officers 
who are equally cognizant of tbe lack of proper defense of that 
property in which we have inyesteq $500,000,000. 

You refl.lize that not only ha~ this canaJ commeJ.·cial ad
vantages, but it en11bles U:3 to maintain a single fleet. To
day H is not necessiu·y for us to hfl.ve a Pacific Squadfan and 
an Atlantic Sqq.adrou to our :fleet, and in tnat WllY the canal 
is of g.reat v;:ilue. A ship may pass from ocefl,n to ocean through 
tlle can,al in eight hoq.rs. . 

Every time we have had strategic problems in mimlc war
fare by the Nav;v-last ;year and the year before-the hostil~ 
forces have captured and destroye9. the Panama Canal pecausa 
it is inadequately defended. 

I know tµere are two ~hools of t)J.ought. I belong to the 
school of th01:igbt headed by GeQ-. William Mitchell, und I am con
vinced that the Panama Canal can not be adequately defe.ndect 
except through the air and with airplane bases in Hawaii and 
airplane bases in the West Indles. 

I am in favor of tbe avpronriatioq now under consjderation
why? Beca1lse we can not get the µ.ircraft apl)ropriations sutn~ 
cieµt to qefencl our i~land pos:sessio):ls and tli.e canal at tllis . 
time; we can no~ get the approm·iatiop.s at this time to defend 
them in the way they oq.ght to be dafenQ.ed; that is, in the most 
sure and ecoitomical way. 

When I comnlained to th~ Secretary of War about the in
a,dequate landing place::;-La. Wrance Field on the Atlantic 
side and the very imperfect field which faces up against the 
hilJs on the Pacific side-P.e called wy attention, very properly, 
to the lack of appropri1:1.tions from Congress with which to 
defend this great posi;;ession of ours, which is so valuable an 
asset commercially and to tbe natloµal defense. 

Tl1e only landing fiel.d we :Pave on tpe AtJ.antic std~ is so 
re~tricted that moQ.ern planes loe.deq, ~s they must be loaded, 
with bombs can :p.ot safely rise into the air. On the Paciflq 
side the field iii! so restricted and ::lO located, facing A.neon Hill 
or Balboa Heights, t4at t~e larg~ bombil}g planes can not tal\:a 
off saf~ly. 

I think the proposition mada by my f1·iend from l9wa ls 
eminently sound. This la,te war show~q a revolution in mili
tary affaiJ.·s. Ther~ is not a fort in the world-thin!£ of 
Namur or any of the Qtb..er great fortifications ef t)le world
not even the Rock of Gibraltar, which can now be considered 
impregnable or of great practical value against mode1m artil: 
lery and aircraft. There is not a fixed f ortifica ti on in exist
ence now whieh can not be easily a11d readily demolished by 
the modern metllods of wa.rfave. The days of fixed fortifica
tions are gone. The lessons of the late war taught the great 
value of mobile artillery; and I believe, with General Mitchell, 
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that every dollar we put into fixed batteries; shore batteries, 
and coast artillery is money wasted. _ 

But I am for this appropriation bcause we can not substi
tute at this time, apparently, that protection which the United 
States needs, and this is a great deal better than nothing. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 
Mr. BARBOUR. There is a difference of opinion as to the 

etiectiveness of airplane defense, and there are two schools of 
thought on that subject. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I realize that. , 
Mr. BARBOUR. Now, why take any chances? Why not 

make the best use of that which we have? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I am in accord with the gentleman. 

I would not ask the House to follow me on this proposition, 
but I do advance the proposition-and I believe it is worthy 
of the study of every man who is loyal to his country-that 
the aircraft we now have can destroy any ship that can be 
built, whether it operates on the water or under the water, 
and that everything afloat is vulnerable from the air, not only 
from the terrific bombs which have exploded with 2,000 pounds 
of high-power explosive, T. N. T., and destroyed the German 
unsinkable ship, the Ostfriesland, but with the great bombing 
planes now being produced, such as the Barling, which can carry 
10,000 pounds of bombs or a single 10,000 bomb. 

Mr. CONNJ1JRY. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\1r. FITZGERALD. With pleasure. 
Mr. CONNERY. Is there any provision in this bill which 

takes care of the protection of the Panama Canal by aircraft? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. There is, but it is limited in extent. 

There has been a cut in the appropriation as asked by the 
War Department of $85,000. I believe it is the intention of 
this committee to divide the expense of providing for aircraft 
defense of the canal over a period of two years, and I want to 
follow this committee because I have great respect for it. 

Mr. CONNERY. Would the gentleman submit an amend
ment to raise that appropriation? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would like to; but I can not because 
we have passed that part of the bill and can not return to it 
now, except by unanimous consent. 

Now, General Mitchell is out of the country and he was not 
heard by this committee, but I hope that some day, as the re
sult of the investigations which will be made by the committee 
which has just recently been authorized by the House, or by 
special committee on the national defense, and that such a 
committee will take up this most important question, hear all 
the experts, get the different schools of thought and come to 
some conclusion as to the most economical and efficient method 
of defending this country, which I assert will be chiefly by 
aircmft. 

The CHAIRl\iAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 

the last four words. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa is recognized. 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I just wish to add 

a word of observation to the observations made with refe:i:ence 
to my own experience and also the lessons of history. 

The gentleman who last spoke is undoubtedly aware that 
so far as experience in past wars is concerned, no navy ever 
successfully went up against even a second-class land forti
fication, and in the last great war they never ventured within 
reach of the guns of. any of the modern fortifications. Float
ing battleships and floating fOrtifications can not compete with 
stationary ones. 

Now, as to the destruction of battleships by means of 
bombs dropped from the air. I was present at the last ex
periments which were made when two of our old battleships 
were destroyed by airplanes. The gentleman from Illinois 
who sits in front of me [Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL] was there. 
Without having conversed with him on the subject I think 
I can safely say that neither he nor myself nor most of those 
who were there were satisfied that there was any very great 
danger to battleships that were moving under high speed from 
bombs being dropped upon them from airplanes. It took sev
eral hours to destroy a couple of battleships that were at 
anchor and were not attempting to fire on the airplanes. The 
airplanes moved without any impediment; they came as close 
to the battleships as they wished, and notwithstanding that 
I think it was about--

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. It took all day on one of them. 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I believe it took all day on one of 

them before it was finally destroyed, and as a result we were 
not strongly impressed with the effectiveness of that experi
ment. 

l\Ir. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield just a m1J
ment? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I wonder if the gentleman knows that 

it is the claim of General Mitchell and others that these experi
ments were purposely held back in order to preserve as long as 
possible the targets for these bombs, and I will venture the 
suggestion that if General Mitchell is offered the chance he 
will demonstrate to even the skeptical opinion of the gentle
man from Iowa that there is not a ship, modern as it can be 
made now, that can not be sunk in 20 minutes by a bomb, and 
I will give you for that ship all the antiaircraft you can put 
on it. 

~fr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman from Ohio is quite 
right in saying that if you drop one of these large bombs at 
just exactly the proper distance upon a battleship the battle
ship undoubtedly will be destroyed ; but the impression I got, 
and others who were around ·there, from these experiments 
was that those who were in the airplanes were doing the best 
they could to get the bombs at the proper point on the battle
ship and failed. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Does the gentleman know that in mov

ing to strike t:tiis out I do not object to a battery on the shore. I 
·only object to the fact they a1:e not protecting the battery 
when they could do so. They could use railroad artillery or 
they could do as the other nations do and conceal it. I do 
object to the placing of a fixed battery· on top of the land, and 
that is all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that all debate has been exhausted on the paragraph. · 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. Debate 
is exhausted. The question is on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For contingent expenses incident to the construction of seacoast 

fortifications and their accessories, under the Engineer Department, 
$20,000. 

Mr. THATCHER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I just want to say a few words in approval of 
these items of appropriation for the defense of the Panama 
Canal. - I am sure it is the spirit and the pm:pose of the House 
to vote for these items in the bill. The fact that our Govern
ment has spent so large a sum of money in the construction of 
this great enterprise, and the further fact that the time is 
soon coming when the capacity of the canal must be doubled, 
or else a canal at some other point must be provided-and the 
logic of the situation seems to be that the doubling of the 
capacity of the present canal should be carried out-these 
facts, I would submit, make it the part of national wisdom 
and statesmanship . to provide all reasonable appropriations 
for the purpose of protecting the canal. So far as the modes 
of protection may be concerned, there are diff e1'ent schools of 
thought. As a layman I am in favor of accepting the best 
composite thought of the military and naval experts who deal 
with this situation. If we fail to do our duty in making pro
visions, in the making of appropriations, for the defense of the 
canal when great international emergencies may arise we may 
be caught unawares and this great agency designed for the pro
tection of our Government and for the advantage of the peace 
and commerce of the world may be proven vulnerable at a 
moment's notice and placed in the process of destruction. 

I only wish to add-and I speak somewhat from first-hand 
knowledge of conditions which obtain there-that it is our 
duty as Members of Congress to take no chances whatsoever 
but to vote all reasonable appropriations for the proper pro
tection of this great waterway. [Applause.] 

r..rhe CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend
ment is withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
OFFICE OF . CHIEF OF ENGINEERS. 

Salaries: For personal services jn the District of. Columbia in ac
cordance with "the classification act of. 1923," $120,593. 

Mr. STENGLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

For about the thirty-fifth time since January 9 I have read 
in our appropriation bills the words " in accordance with the 
classification act of the year 1923." · I think that possibly right 
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here and now it might be well for me to make a few observa
tions and to express a fond hope. On January 9 of this year, 
under the leadership of that splendid chairman of the Ap
propriations Committee [Mr. MADDEN of Illinois], we began to 
assemble and pass our annual appropriation bills. At that time, 
for one hour, the distinguished Representative from the State 
of Illinois described in detail and with considerable ability 
what was going to happen to the vast army of civilian employees 
throughout the United States. Naturally, I was interested be
cause of my past experiences, and I began to make some in
quiries and to make some observations, and on the following day 
attempted to make what at that time was my maiden speech in 
this House. I at that time argue&, and have many times since 
argued, that the classification act of 1923, while it was fair and 
honest and intended to be just to the employees of the United 
States, was, at that time and is now, being improperly and 
illegally administered by the Personnel Classification Board. I 
tried my best, without any desire to seek partisan advantage, 
to secure the attention of this body, and through this body the 
attention of the proper authorities to the need of having a fair 
adjudication of the salaries of the employees of our Govern
ment in accordance with the law that had been enacted by Con
gress in the Sixty-seventh session. ~ Finally, about the middle of 
February, some of my friends on the Republican side of this 
House introduced a bill to abolish the Personnel Classification 
Board and to put in its place the Civil S'ervice Commission, the 
proper and the right board to adjudicate and allocate the sala
ries. Hearings were held and I attended these bearings, and 
paradoxical as it may seem, peculiar as it may appear to you; 
each and every member of the Personnel Classification Board, 
when sworn before that committee, admitted that their board 
ought to be abolished by Congress. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. S'l'ENGLE. I have only a couple of minutes. 
Mr. BLANTON. I know that, but we are going to have to 

thresh this matter out a little later when both sides can 
be heard, so why take it up now in connection with this bill. 
There are some things I agree with the gentleman about 
and some other things I am going to be opposed to the gentle
man about. 

Mr. S'l'ENGLE. I can not yield any more. I do not care 
whether you agree with me or not. I want to get this state" 
ment into the RECORD. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, unless there is going to 
be some opportunity to answer this matter on the floor, . I 
do not think it ought to come up now. 

Mr. STENGLE. If the gentleman wants to object, let 
him object. 

Mr. BLANTON. I am not going to object, but the gentle
man may bring in some matters here concerning this board 
that I would like to answer him on. 

Mr. STENGLE. I have no objection to the gentleman an
swering me all he wants to at the proper time. 

Mr. OLIVER of New York. Did the gentleman from New 
York ever object to the extension of time for the gentleman 
from Texas? 

Mr. BLANTON. I am not going to object. 
Mr. STENGLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask five minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 

that his time be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
l\fr. STENGLE. That Committee on Civil Service made a 

unanimous report and recommendation to this body signed 
by every member of that committee, Republicans and Demo
crats, recommending the abolishment of the board and the 
transfer of its functions to the Civil Service Commission. In 
addition to that the chairman of that board made a written 
application to our Committee on Rules asking for a special 
rule in order that this House might speedily dispose of the 
matter that is creating consternation not only in the District 
but throughout the entire Nation. 

These are observations I wanted to make, and now I want 
to express the fond hope that the Committee on Rules will at 
an early hour report out a special rule to this House on the 
recommendation of that committee. I believe the people of 
this country desire that their employees should be dealt with 
honestly, squarely, and fairly, and I know of no better evidence 
of that fact than a letter I received to-day in reference to an
other section of employment, from the justices of the appellate 
division of the Supreme Court, second judicial district of the 
State of New York, in which, without regard to politics, with
out regard to partisanship, they ask, through me, of this House 
that we deal fairly with the postal employees of the Union. 
And so it is all down the line. I want to warn you gentl~men 

now-and I say it without reflection upon any Member of this 
House--that unless there is some speedy action taken upon the 
report of the Committee on the Civil Service looking toward the 
abolition of the Personnel Classification Board and the trans
fer of its functions to the Civil Service Commission the entire 
field service of the United States will get not what they were 
promised, but will get practically nothing. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
motion of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, we ought to make 
some progress with this bill, and I hope gentlemen will confine 
their remarks to the bill . . I think that I shall have to object 
to anyone else speaking outsiae of the bill, although I am not 
going to object to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BLANTON. I only want three minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman from 

Texas speaking three minutes? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, when we passed the re

classification bill and the present reclassification board was 
created we thought that was going to be the end of the matter 
legislatively. We were led at that time to believe that it" was 
not going to cost much, but now we are told that it will cost 
several million dollars extra each year in increased salaries. 

Who composes this reclassification board that the distin
guished gentleman from New York [Mr. STENGLE] objects to 
so strenuously? One is a member of the Budget, another is a 
member of the Civil Service Commission, and another is the 
Chief of the Bureau of Efficiency. The member of the Budget 
is chairman of the board. Is not that a fair board? What 
fairer board can you have, I ask our good friend, the gentle
man from New York. And yet, forsooth, because this board has 
not pleased everybody in fixing their salary under the reclassi
fication act, there has been a continual fight upon it for the 
last two or three months. And now we are going to have 
another bill in a few days again opening up this question and 
be forced to fight the matter ·au over again, when this effort 
is 'made to try to abolish the board because there .are some 
employees of the Government not satisfied with the increases 
they are to get. 

I want to. say to my friend from New York [Mr. STENGLE], 
who is a valuable man here, that when the time comes I hope 
there will be enough men on this floor to stand up and say 
to the gentleman, and to all others who are seeking to abolish 
this board, that we have done our duty, we have passed a 
reclassification bill, we have created a fair board, and now 
we are going to let them function and not let the disgruntled 
ones get behind them and try to destroy the good work. 

Mr. STENGLE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLANTON. I will. 
Mr. STENGLE. Would the gentleman oppose the abolish

ment of a board every member of which asked to be abolished? 
Mr. BLANTON. If I worked for the Government in their 

capacity as members of a board, and if I had these fellows con
tinually hounding me in newspapers and on the floor of Con
gr~ss and I did not have to do that work, I might seek some 
other employment and be willing for the board to be abolished. 
But you can not get a more impartial board than to take one 
man from the Budget, one from the Civil S'ervice Commission, 
and the Chief of the Bureau of Efficiency, and I am telling the 
gentleman from New York that I am one Member here. 
who is going to back that board 100 per cent. 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 
Mr. ANDREW. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my remarks in the RECORD by inserting a page from the 
latest report from the Agricultural Bureau concerning crops, 
which shows that the German su·pplies are increasing and that 
the German millers are demanding a tariff to protect' them
selves against importation of food from the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

TANKS. 

For purchase, manufacture, test, maintenance, and repair of tanks 
and other self-propelled armored vehicles, to remain available until 
June 30, 1926, $176,000. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con
sent to insert in the RECORD, as an extension of my remarks, a 
letter from The Adjutant General transmitting the decision of 
the Department of Justice in regard to the one-year enlistment~ 
I think it will be very interesting. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD in the 
manner indicated. Is there objection? 

:Mr. STENGLE. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, 
has this to do with this bill? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Certainly ; it has to do with the en-
llstment of men in the Regular .Army. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is ther& objection? 
There was no objection. 
1\Ir. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, unde~ leave granted to 

extend my remarks I insert a letter from The .Adjutant General 
;respecting one-year enlistments. 

The letter is as- follows: 
WAR DEPARTMENT, 

TH». ADJ'UTA;NT GENJl)ll.AL'S OFF-ICE,, 
WasMngtcm., March 26, 192.J. 

Hon. HARRY E. HULC1, 

HOU8e of Representatives. 

l\!Y D~AR Ma. llULL: With reference to your tel.~phoni~ re<luest. I 
incl<>se herewith a eopy of the opinion of the Attorney &eneral re
gardinig the question of enlisting men for one an4 tbi:ee yea.1.' peJfiods. 

ln view ot the fact that tb.e Attor.ney Gener&.! holds tbut tbe War 
Departxn.ent is witb.out a11thortty to restrict or1gµi;i1 enlistments to 
tll.e tb.J:ee-year period, iD.Btru.c.tJ:ons l\.l'e being iJJsu;ed to t.hEt recru;iti,ng 
se:i:vice directing that appLicants for originQ..l enlistment be given 1!he 
OJi>tion of the one or tb,ree year period. 

Ve;11y respectfully, ROBERT c. DAVIS,. 

'Xhe ~a;utan,t GenieraT.. 

D.mPA&TM1ill;'<T OF JQSTIC:Ill, 
WasMngtoti,, Mo,roh £0,. 1921,.. 

S1&: I h&ve your l~tter of March 5, 1~24, requesting mY opini<>n on 
the qu~tion " whetb.er or not, uu.der the wording of sectioll 27 of the. 
national defense act, tl;).e War Department ~ au,thorized to restrict 
original enlistments, to a tb,ree~year perio<l." 

You &tate tbat the :policy o.f reat~icting original e:o.listxnents in th& 
:Regulat Army to three years, which has been effective since January,, 
1922, is based on an opinion by the A.c$g Judge Adv<>cate General 
approved October 26, 1921 ; that a recent opinion of the. Judge Advo
cate Gene:ml · reverses the tormer one~ and t.hat, while you acted in 
good faith. in restrieting enlistments to a period of three years, U you.r 
actiDn in tbat i;ega:rd is eri:o:neous you desire tp at ouce autlJ,.ori~e e:q
listments for a pei:iod of one year. 

The national defense act: or June a. 191.6 (e])., 134, 39 Stat. 166), 
pvovides specifically for the composition, orga.n,ization, ep,Ustment, and 
g-e:ne.l·al a~ini~rtiraction of the force~ composing the Artny of tb.e 
UniteCl Stl:\.tes, It is comprehen.sive aJld provides that all laws n,ncl 
parts of laws, in so far ·as they are tnconsis.tent w~tl). the act, are 
;repealed. 

Section 27 of tb.e act ot: 1916 i:ela.tes to tb.e enlistment of recruits in 
the. Regular Army and reads, in part, as follows : 

" S:E>c. 21. E:n.1,istments in the Regular Army : On and a.tter 
the 1.st day of November, 1916, all enll$tme'l).t$ in the ~egul1;t1.• 
Army shall be for a term ot: seve.n years, the fl.lrst three years tQ 
be in the active sel!'Viee with the organizations of whi.cb those e:u~ 
listed form a part and, e:x;cept as Qtherwise provided herein, the 
last foul' years tn the Regular Anny reserve, hereinafter p~vided 
for: Provided, Th.at at tb.e ~ixation of three yeais' continuous 
senr.ice with such organization, eit~r under a first o:r any aubser. 
quent e»listme;nts, any soldier may be reenlisted. for Q.:ti.other 
period of seven years, a.a above p.rovided tor, in which ev~nt h.o 
shall receive his final discharge from lrts p,ri.or enlistment : Pro11ide4 
f-urfi'Mf', Tha.t. attel:' the expiration of one year's hono:i:able sex:vice 
any enlisted 1X1au serving within the continental limits o:t: t.be 
United States whose com,pa.,ny, troop, battery, or detachment 
commander shall report him as proficient and sufficiently trained 
may, in the discretion of the Sec:retary of War, be turlougb..ad to 
the Regular Army reserve under such regulations as tbe Secr&
ta:ry of War may prescribe, but no man furloughed to the l.'.eserve 
shall b.e eligible to Nexi.list in tn~ service until th~ ei-:phtation of 
his term of seven years : Provided further, That tn all e:n1lstments 
hereafter accomplished under the provisions 0:1! this act tb.ree 
years shall be counted as an enfu>tment petiod in computing con
tinuous-service pay." * • * 

As the foregoing provisioos are specific and cover the entire subject 
of enlistments, all prior inconsistent laws are, by the express terms 
of the statute, repealed. We may, therefore, consider the J?rovlsions of 
section 27 of the act of 1916 as expressing the law :relatl:ng to enHst
~nts m the Regular Army on a.nd after Novembe~ 1, 1916. 

The act provided that. enlistment& in t:W, Regular Ari:ny must. be fol' 
a pe:riod of seyen yeus, three years of whicb abll.ll be 1n active semce 
and folll" years in the Ber:ular Arr;o.y Reserv~ with a p.rol'iSi.<>n. tbat a 
soldier could continue in active iscrvice by reenli~t!Xlent a.t the.. ~:v..d ot 
his three-year period of active service. The act contained a further 

pr<>vision that afte?' <>ne yeal" of nctive S'el.'Vlce a sold;i.er could, tn the 
d,tscretion of the Secretary of War, be 1;ransforred, b)" furlougn to the 
Regular Army Reserve. This act did not permit the soldier ans optl<>n 
or dlsc~ti<>n. as to tbe period of his enlistment. 

Section 27' of the. act ot 19'16, SUJ?-ra, was amende<l by section 27 ot 
the act of June 4, 1920 (c. 2'A, 41 Stat. 715), in so far as tb.e period 
ot enlistment is concernetl, as follows: 

" SEC. 27. That section 27 of said act l;>e, and the same is heL'el;>y1 

am.ended by str-iking out all u~ to and including the third p.rovlso. 
and also the proviso relating to the utiliiatlon o.t tb& seJlvice ot 
postmasters, a.nd inserting thQ followi;ng in lieu thereof : 

•• SEO. 2'l. Enlistments: Hereafter origin.al enUstments in. th& 
Regular Army shall be for fl period ot one ol"' tb;ree years at tbe 
<>ption of the soldier, and reenlistments shall be for a.. pe?iod ot 
three years • * •.,. 

Sectf.on ~ ot the act of 1920 plainl:y pe11mJ.ts the soldier to choose 
between a one-year and a thre~yell.l' period o:t enlistment . . This right 
1a to be exercised by him at the time of enlistment. The:re can, I th.ink. 
be no doubt as. to tbe intent of Congress :t:u this respect. 

In eonstrumg a statute the mea.ning ot the legislature is first to b6 
determined by the wo»<ls used. Brewer v. Blougher (14. Pet. l'l8, 198) ; 
Aldridge v. Williams (3 How. 9, 24) ; Coffin. 11. Ogden (18 Wall. 120, 
124). As sta.te<) by the Supreme CouJlt in Lewis. Tt:ustee, v. United 
States (92 U. S. 618, 621). : "Where the language of a statute ts trans
pai;ent and its meaning cl~ar there Is no room for the office of con
s..truction. There should be no construction where tb.fll'e is nothing to 
constl'ue.'" .And, aga:in, in Folsoin v. United States (160 U. S. l21, 
ll2fl), : "• • * where. the intention is plain tt is the duty of the 
court to expo.and the statute as it stands." 

If there. erlsted any doubt of the intent o! Congxoess to permit tbe 
soldier to choose between !ll one-year and a. three-year period at the ttme 
of his original enlistment that doubt would be immediately removed by 
reference to the reports of the committee having the bill in chal'ge, 

In the Report No: 680 of the Committee on Military Afrail!s, House of 
Representatives, Sixty-sixth Congress, second session, accompanying b!ll 
H. R. 12775, whieh atterwa11ds became the act of' June 4, 1!)20, supl,'a, 
it is stated : 

"SJDc. 26. A shorter enlistm.ent period,. for men not yet familiar 
with A11my life will ta.nu to stimulate enlistments. It! is proposed: 
to allow new recruits to choose between a one-year and a three
yeal' period, reenlistments to be for three years only." 

The bill was sen_t to co11ference, and in its final report t}).e confereee 
made the following statement in regard to enlisti;n.ents: 

" The period of enlistment in the Regular Army was fl:x;ed at 
one or three years, at the option of the s.oldier, for ol!ig1na1 enlist
ment, Vl'hile reenlistments are to be for three-year periods. En
listments and reenlistmem.ts for thr~e. years are ene<>uraged by 
offering an allowance equivalent to three months' pay of a private 
for any such enlistment. This is a. slight extenston ot the privi
lege granted by existUig law.'' (Rept. No. 1049, 66tb. Co:g,g., 2d sess.) 

In view of the evident intent o! Congress to permit a soldi!r upo:g, 
his original enlistment the option of enlist:inent for a period of one :year 
instead of three yeai·s. It is my opinion that the Secretary.of "Wtl.r is 
not authorized to restti~t su.ch enlistment to a. period o:t tJ;11·ee years, 

:ReSJ?ectfu.11 Y'· 

The, bonora:t>le tl;l.e $EQIU!lTA.RY Oil' WA.a. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

H. M. DAUG~lt1'Y, 
A.tt0:rne11. General. 

SEACOAST DEFENSES, INSULAR PQSSESSIONS. 

ll'or purchase, m1;1.nufo.cture, and test of a.xnmun,ltion tor seacoast 
cannon, including the necessary experiments in connection tb.erewith, 
a.nd the machinery necessary for its manufactu.re, $500,000. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 1\-Ir. Chairman, I offer the followin~ 
amendment which I send to the. desk. 

The Clerk reaQ. as follows : 
Amendment oft'ered by Mr. F:(TzGERALD 1 Page ~4, line ~. strike out 

the figures " $500,000," and insert the figures " $676,375." 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, l offer this amend,ment 
because o:C the responsibility which :rests on this House. When 
I visited the :Panama Canal and found it was defenseless>t 
and it was agreed by autho.rltles both, military and nuval t<> 
be <tefenseless, l wrote a letter of compla.int about certain 
features of it to the Secretax·y of War. He re:plied tll.at tb.e 
lack o;t defensa of the Panama Canal was due to th~ inadequut~ 
appropriations of Congress. Whe:t;l thi.$ appro:prili\tion bUl wafl 
reported, the Secretary of Wn.r saw fi.t to addxess me a personal 
letter, and po,sslbly rebuking me fol;' my c:r;.iticizlug the War 
Depa,rtment for malntai.nillg thls immensely valuable possession 
EWd item of our national de:tense in a defenseless <:ondition. 
when the fault was tbiat of CongFess. Be showetl that in thi.rt 
item this bill pr&poses. a reduction of $176,375 from the anioun.t 
which the War Department asked. The necessity for thlll 
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amount of money is shown in the hearings and I can cite the 
pages where it is testified to by experts, and so far as I know 
there is no dispute about this amount of money, which I now 
have asked to be substituted in the bill, being necessary for 
this purpose. I believe it is the duty of those Members who 
have a chance to observe these matters which they believe 
and find to be wrong, and which all the experts agree are 
wrong, to call the attention of the House to them. This com
mittee's duty is discharged when it weighs the evidence and 
decides between the Buqget Bureau and the amount asked, or 
on its own initiation makes a reduction. It is always under 
the constant pressure of economy, often realizing that the 
Members of the House do not understand all of the details 
of the mass of matters on which they have to pass, and feel
ing that they must show their watchfulness and zeal by con
tinually making cuts from the estimates prepared by those 
charged with the direct responsibility for the defense of the 
country. - I would rather we would take a little chance on 
the expenditure of an extra hundred thousand dollars or two 
in the defense of the Panama Canal than follow out the course 
of paring down parsimoniously the few dollars that are asked 
for to make the defenses adequate, because, as has often been 
said on the floor of this House, it is just as well to be second 
in war as to hold the second best band in poker. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. FITZGERALD] is mistaken in referring to this appro
priation as being available for the Panama Canal. The am
munition that would be manufactured under it all goes to 
Hawaii and the Philippine Islands. None of it is to be used for 
the Panama Canal. The estimates called for the manufacture 
of 23,750 rounds of antiaircraft ammunition, to cost $475,000, 
and for the manufacture of 10,600 rounds of 155-millimeter gun 
ammunition, to cost $201,000, a total of $676,000. The com
mittee allowed $500,000 for the manufacture of this ammuni
tion upon the theory that we already had a large supply of anti
aircraft gun ammunition in Hawaii and the Philippine Islands, 
and that there was no real necessity for the manufacture of the 
full amount. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. . 
Mr. FITZGERALD. The chairman of the committee is right 

as he usually is-I might say always is-I must acknowledge, 
but the committee did make a reduction of $147,985 on the ap
propriation for the manufacture of the antiaircraft gun 
ammunition, or rather for the bombs for the insular possessions 
on the Panama Canal on page 50, and on page 54 I find this 
further cut. When the Panama Canal appropriation is cut to 
the tune of $145,000 and then this request for the defense of 
the island possessions is cut by $176,000, I felt that a protest 
ought to be made to the House so that the House might hear 
the matter discussed. 

Mr. ANTHONY. There was a slight cut in both instances, 
due to the fact that the committee has doubt about the effective
ness of our defense by means of antiaircraft guns. We do not 
believe it is wise to pile up a tremendous amount of ammunition 
at those places for the use of these antiaircraft guns that may 
never be used or, i! used, will not be effective. We would rather 
put the money into the construction of airplanes, which is the 
proper defense against similar craft. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But the committee .does not do that. 
Mr. ANTHONY. Oh, we did give the department all that it 

asked for for the construction of airplanes. 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 

yield? 
Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. May I say that the defenses of the 

island of Oahu are just as important in the defense of the 
Panama Canal as the defenses of the Panama Canal itself, and 
I for one should hesitate to in any way cut down or lend my 
vote to in any way reduce any measure that the War Depart
ment deems necessary for the defense of that vital outpost of 
our possessions. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The gentleman does not believe that we 
have a reasonably sufficient supply of ammunition in Oahu at 
the present time? Our information is that we have an abun
dant supply of it. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I think I would prefer to take the 
judgment of the War Department and the General Staff on that 
subject than the judgment of the committee. 

Mr. ANTHONY. ·we prefer to exercise some judgment of our 
own, because the War Department is not always perfect in its 
estimates. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.' 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

SEACOAST DEFENSES, PANAMA CANAL. 

For purchase, manufacture, and test of seacoast cannon for coast 
defense, including their carriages, sights, implements, equipments, and 
the machinery necessary for their manufacture, $150,000. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
At the end of line 14, in place of the figures "$150,000," which 
should be stricken out, insert the figures "$300,000," because 
that amount is the reduction suggested by the committee over 
the request made by the War Department and the experts. I 
want this House and this committee to realize its responsibility 
if these amounts are cut down, which sums I believe to be 
necessary for the national defense. I offer this amendment, 
hoping that this or some of these amendments may be carrted 
and that this committee here will be encouraged to be a little 
bit wiser possibly toward the necessities of defending the great 
material resources of this great Nation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 54, line 14, strike out "$150,000" and insert in lieu thereof 

"$300,000." 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, under this item the War 
Department asks an appropriation of $·300,000 to begin the man
ufacture of thirty 3-inch antiaircraft guns which would cost, 
when completed, $900,000. The committee went very carefully 
into the matter of the antiaircraft defense of the Panama 
Canal, and we found under previous appropriations 35 of these 
guns had been already installed and mounted and are in posi
tion now. We felt 15 additional guns would provide for other 
reasonable antiaircraft defense of the vulnerable points on the 
Panama Canal, and that it was not wise to go into this large 
expenditure of $900,000 for that purpose. We do, however, 
embark on a program which will ultimately cost $450,000 when 
the guns we commence under authorization here are completed, 
and we believe that $450,000 is as much as we ought to expend 
for this purpose at this time. 

Mr. CONNERY. 1\Ir. Chairman, I agree with the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. FITZGERALD], that we can not be parsimonious 
in defending the Panama Canal. I think if the War Depart
ment wants $300,000 for the defense of the Panama Canal 
the least we can do is to give them that amount. I believe 
when we undertake to economize at the expense of the defense 
of our country we are putting ourselves in a dangerous 
position. 

Mr. ANTHONY. To show the gentleman the necessity of 
scrutinizing the estimates that come from the War Department 
very carefully I want to call attention to the fact that the 
original plan for the installation of the 16-inch guns by 
the War Department was that they wanted to place them 
on Taboga Island. If we had gone ahead on that program, 
it would have entailed a possible expenditure oi $10,000,000 
to $12,000,000 more for a'tl.Xiliary fortifications and posts to pro
tect the guns, and in time the War Department saw that situa
tion and reversed its recommendation and placed the guns on 
the mainland, with which decision we concur heartily. So the 
War Department is not always right. 

Mr. CONNERY. I agree with the gentleman that the War 
Department makes mistakes sometimes. 
.. Mr. LAGUARDIA. Does the gentleman admit that? 

Mr. CONNERY. But when they want $150,000 for anti
aircraft defense for the Panama Canal I think if we do not 
give it we--

Mr. ANTHONY. They have already 35 now in position. 
Mr. CONNEHY. That is not much of a defense. 
Mr. ANTHONY. We are making an appropriation and by 

the time these guns are completed they may have some new 
development and--

Mr. CONNERY. In the Argonne when these Germans came 
flying over we had more than 35 antiaircraft guns, and it did 
not stop them. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I agree with the gentleman they are in
effective against airplanes. Do not the records show there is 
one-half of 1 per cent hits from antiaircraft? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The records show an expenditure of 
15,000 shells from antiaircraft to get one hit. 

Mr. ANTHONY. One effective hit. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. While it is true the percentage of bring

ing down a plane is very small, it is very disconcerting to the 
fellow who is bombing when they keep it up. 

Mr. CONNERY. And he went considerably higher in the 
air. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. If the gentleman will permit, I 
saw antiaircraft guns in action, and I do not believe there is any-
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body who saw that who would not be in favor of a large ex- tlon in appropriations necessitate the discharge of any of the 
penditure of antiaircraft guns. 'caretakers n-0w in the service of any of the States? 

Mr. CONNERY. I agree with the .gentleman. Mr. ANTHON¥. I will say to the gentleman that it is an 
Mr. HILL of l\Iaryland. I saw three planes brought down increase ov-er the currenit appropriation for the current year :of 

by antiaircraft guns in six weeks. $150,000. The National Guard has only grown 3,000 last year. 
l\fr. ANTHONY. The gentleman from Ohio quoted General It will undoubtedly require more caretakers than at present. 

Mitchell as his authority. General Mitchen told our committee l\Ir. SPEAKS. Does the gentleman state that this item. wlll 
~ast year he would not take inoo consideration at all any de- be sufficient to pay the -salades and allowances for all the em
f~nse against :aircraft from the ground or a ship. ' '!Pl.oyees required to prOperly care for the 10,000 animals and the 

~fr. F!TZGE'RALD. I would like to ask tb:e gentleman from great quantity of material and stores .now in possession :of the 
Maryland if these are not the tacts, that we nev.er had enough caretakers of the National Guard throughout the entire conntr.y 
antiaircraft guns .and we did just what this committee is seek- and for which the officers of the guard ail'e responsible? 
ing to do ; that is, to render the appropriation for anttair~raft 1 M1·. ANTHONY. Of course, I do not know whether that is 
g.uns more or less worthless, because we mus:t defend ~n numbers I sufiicienrt or mot. The number assigned to ·care for the ,pr-0perty 
by antiah·craft guns or we might just as well !have none at au. {}fa company is left with the a.utho1·ities. You can not give any 

Mr. HILL <if :Maryland. I will say to t'he gentleman 'that <>rganization all the labor they want. 
I agree with him as to the need of an a.mpl.e supply of anti- Mr. SPEAKS. Wen, there usually is some standard estab-
-aircraft guns. lished in matte'rs of this nature. It is not de.pendent upon the 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The best antiaircraft protectlon y·ou can ' mere whim of some unauthorized person, but is fixed by regula~ 
have is airplanes. tions. The Budget carries $2,500,-000 to meet this contingency, 

l\Ir. CONNERY. Mr. Chairman, I am in 'favor of this amend- while the gentlemalD.'S committee fixes it at $2,250,t>OO, a very 
meut. material reduction. Information coming to me from official 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amenU. National Gua1-d sources is to the effect that this action will not 
ment will lJe withdrawn. be in the best interests of the guard and may become embarrass-

There was no objection. ing to the organi~ation. The figuiie contained in the bill is far 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- I less than the official estimate. I .feel that it will be insufficient 

ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FrrzGERALD]. , for actual n-ecessHics. 
The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that l\fr. ANTHONY. The estimates are based on a larger amount 

the noes appeared to have i't. than at present. 
Mr. FITZG:EJRA.LD. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a di\'ision. Mr. SPEAKS. This is the period of the year when the guard 
The CHAIRMAN. A division is demanded. may be el;peeted to increase in strength very rapidly. As the 
The committee divided; and there were--ay~s 7, noes 26. season for the annual encampments and other field activities 
So the amendment was rejected. .ap.proaches interest in the organization is always apparent and 
The OHAIRM.A.N. The Clerk will read. retl.ected in a largely increased enlisted personnel. The guard 
'l'be Clerk read as follows: has more than doubled m size during the past four years, and 
F<ir purchase, manufacture, and test o1' Ammunition tor seacoast and there is every reason for anticipating a continual enlargement 

land defense cannon, including the necessary experiments ln connection of the -citizen army. While appropriations are far more liberal 
therewith, and the machinery necessary for its manufacture, $200,000. than formerly, every care should be exercised to avoid the dis· 

couragement-s caused by insufficient allowances. Now, Mr. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, to Chairman, I have no desire to· occupy more time than may be 

strike out'" the figures " $200,000" at the end of line 18 and sub- necessary to emphasize the situation, and I therefore move to 
stitute therefor the :figures "$398,625," in order to restore the strike out the figures" $2.250,000," appearing in line 14, and sub-
tigures requested by the War Depa11:ment. stitute therefor the amotmt fixed by the Budget, viz," $2,505,298." 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the am~ndment The CHAIRM.A.N. The Clerk will report the paragraph. 
offered by the gentleman ft·om Ohio. The Clerk :read as follows : 

The Clerk-read as follows: 
Page 54, line 18, strike out the figures "$200,000 " and substitute 

therefor the 1igures " $398,625." 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Ohairman, I do not want to take up 
further time of the committee. This is along the line of the re
ply of the Secretary of War to my criticism. of lack -Of protection 
of the Panama Canal. I believe this to be necessary, and I 'Offer 
the amendment for thll.t purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is 'on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will rea.d. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For procurement of forage, bedding, etc., for animals used by the 

National Guard, $1,607,64.2. ,,,, , 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman) I move to strike out 

the last word. 
The OHAIRl\f.A.N. The gentleman from Maryland moves to 

strike out the last word. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. I do so for the purpose of asking 

the ch.airman of the subcommittee a question. There was some 
<.J.Uestion last year as to the alLowance for horses for the Army 
and the National Guard. It is my understanding that there ls 
no reduction in this bill but rather an increase in the allowance 
for these animals this year. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. I think this bill carries money to buy 
600 mules for the Army and 5,000 horses. 

l\fr. HILL of Maryland. I want to congratulate the com
mittee on their liberality and to withdraw the pro form.a amend· 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proforma amendment 1s withdrawn. 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as :follows: 
For co'Inpen1<ation of help for care ot material, aniIDAls, and eqnip

men t, $2,250,000. 

Mr. SPEAKS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the chair
man of the committee a question. I notice a cut of $255,298 in 
the item, "Equipment, animals, and materi(!L" Will this reduc-

For cempensation, tor oolp, for ~are 'Of mat-etials, .animals, aud 
"equipment, $2,25-0,QO(). 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will l'eport. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment otiered by ~r. 'S.PEA.KS t Page 68, line 24, stl'lke out 

&• $2,250,000 " and insert " $2,505)298." 

Mr. McKENZIE. l\lr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois moves to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I do so for the purpose of asking the 
chairman of the subcommittee a question. I desire to ask 
the gentleman from Kansas if, when the committee was con
sidering this item, they were advised of the :fact that there 
was pending before the Committee on Military Affairs an 
amendment to the national defense law, increasing or gi\'ing 
permission at least to increase the number of clvilian em
ployees for this particular work? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I do not think the committee had any 
knowledge of that legislation pending. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I will state to the gentlema.n from Kansas 
that the hearings before the Committee on Military Affairs 
disclosed the fact that in certain cities where these particular 
organizations are located they found they were short of help 
and that perhaps the authority should be widened in order to 
give them a little more authority to emplo;y civilian caretak
ers to tnke care of the animals. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If the gentleman will permit, I think the 
present law permits the assignment of five civilian caretalrnrs 
to each National Guard organization. That is the maximum, 
but there has always been considerably less than that number 
assigned on the average all over the country. It has been 
found that it is possible, in many cases, to get along with less 
than the maximum., so that it is optional with the Militia 
Bureau as to the number of caretakers it assigns to each or
ganization. This appropriation as made up is an increase of 
~150,000 over the current year, in spite ot the fact that the 
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growth of the National Guard this year· has been practically 
negligible and will not be anywhere near as large as the 
department f4,"'Ures would make it appear. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Did the teiStimony before your subcommit
tee on this particular item convince you that the former appro
priation was not large enough to take care of the present 
number of civilian employees, and therefore there should be an 
increase? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think it was large enough with an eco
nomical expenditure of the money. As I stated a moment ago, 
every organization wants all the civilian help it can get. 
There is no soldier', whether in the Regular Army or in the 
National Guard, who likes to work, and if be can get his 
duties performed by civilian help and have that belp paid for 
out of the Treasury of the United States he will gladly wear 
the uniform and appear on drill nights, but it becomes a little 
irksome when he has to do a little work. 

Mr. McKENZIE. May I ask the gentleman this question: 
S11ppose he lived in the city of Philadelphia ancl a clerk in one 
of the banks, as a patriotic citizen, is willing to join--

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SNYDER). The time of the gentleman 
from Illinois has expired. 

Mr. ANTHONY. l\Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Illinois have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani
mous consent that the gentleman from Illinois may proceed for 
five additional minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. McKENZIE. As I was saying, this bank clerk is pa
triotic enough to join the Pennsylvania National Guard, and 
becomes a member of Troop A, we will say. of the Cavah'y, or 
of one of the Artillery units. Now, does the gentleman feel 
that it is quite in keeping with the service that is being ren
dered by the young men who go into these various units from a 
patriotic motive that they should be required to put on their 
old overalls or an old shirt and go down and curry the horses 
before breakfast, and then take care of them and bed them 
after supper, the same as though th~y were working on the farm 
for so much a month? 

Mr. ANTHONY. In answer to the gentleman, I will say that a 
little of that would be fine exercise. [Laughter.] And a little 
bit would not hurt them. 

Mr. SPEAKS. Suppose an organization has 100 animals that 
must be cared for and such organization now has five men em
ployed for that particular purpose; does the gentleman mean to 
say tb.at if this allowance would necessitate the discharge of 
four of those men and the entire duty were thrown upon one 
man that it would be all right? 

~Ir. ANTHONY. No organizatfon has as many as 100 ani
mals. In many cases-although the maximum authorized by 
law is five-it has been found that three men are ample to do 
tile worl{. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SPEAKS}. 

M:r. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have 
recognition. The amendment striking out the last word has 
not been withdrawn and I would like to gpeak in opposition to 
the amendment 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohi-0 is recognized. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I want to say that this is really a 

matter of considerable concern. Tbe preservation of the prop
erty of the National Government and the States intrusted to 
these National Guard units is a matter of importance. I 
kn-0w t:mtt the captains of these National Guard companies are 
charged with all this property; I know they have not sufficient 
help to properly look after it ; I know that a great deal of it 
disappears and that the popular idea of the boys and their 
associates is that they can curry it off. I know that many of 
these captains have to make good these losses. I know of 
instances where thousands of dollars worth of the property has 
disappeared I know that one of the good captains we had at 
Camp Sherman, at the opening of the war, lost his company 
and was sent to the brigade because as a National Guard officer 
he had been compelled to make good $2,000 for property that 
had been lost without fault on his part at all, but under the 
regulations of the War Department he was absolutely responsi
ble for it. It had been stolen or otherwise disappeared and he 
had to make it good. Over at Camp Sherman it was impossible 
for the captains in charge of these companies to sit around and 
watch thousands and thousands of' dollars' worth of property 
and at the same time to attend to their duties in the training of 
their commands. This particular captain tried to keep up with 
bis responsibility and wa.s unable to properly perform his mill
tary duties, so that he was relieved of his command. 

I say to this House that is a very poor proposition in economy 
to cut down the necessary personnel to take care of the property 
of the Government. 

Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 

from Kansas rise? 
Mr. TINCHER. I rise in opposition to the amendment. 
The CHAIR:rt.1AN. The gentleman is recognized. 
Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Chairman, I claim to be a friend of the 

National Guard and would not want to do anything in the 
world to injure that organization, but if we are going to ap
propriate an additional quarter of a million dollars just because 
some man says he is afraid this will not be enough money, I 
think we are getting a little ·reckless with the funds. I under
stand the committee has worked this out on a basis which will 
be adequate for the guard, and I think we should be careful 
about appropriating money for civilian employees around the 
armories. There has been, according to my understanding of 
the matter, some complaint in the past of the number of 
civilian employees who are requirecl to take care of a soldier. 
[Laughter.] I would not want to impose upon these civilian 

. employees at all ; but four of them or five of them ought to be 
able, with the proper equipment, to properly feed 100 horses. 
I expect there are a good many men to-day in the United States 
who are feeding more horses than that, and I am told there is 
no place where they require five of them to feed and care for 
more than 100 horses. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Not more than 34. 
Mr. l\lcKENZIE. Will the gentleman yield? The gentleman, 

however, will admit that there is a very wfde distinction on this 
proposition between civilian employees in the Regular Army 
and civilian employees in the National Guard. In the Regular 
Army, I would be willing to go right along with the gentleman. 

Mr. TINCHER. If som1~ witness testified before this com
mittee or made any showiug at all tbat we ought to appro
priate this quarter of a million dollars, I would be a good 
enough friend of the National Guard to advocate doing that, 
but if we are just going to get up on the floor of the House 
and say, "I think that the boys might want this and we had 
hetter appropriate it," then I do not think it is proper. It is 
not for them, it is for civilian employees, and I think it would 
be a re<>kless way to handle tile money of the Government. 

Mr. SPEAKS. Will the gentleman yield just a moment? 
Would the statement of the officer in command of the Militia 
Bureau of the War Department that this is absolutely neces
sary satisfy the gentleman? 

Mr. TINCHER. Well, as I understand, the officer you are 
talking about--

Mr. SPEAKS. The Ohie1 of the Bureau o1 l\Iilitla in the 
War Department. 

Mr. TINCHER. They have had this question up with the 
subcommittee and they hnve arrived at an understanding that 
they could get along with this amount of money. It is well 
known that no civilian employees will ever be satisfied \vith the 
amount of a Federal appropriation. I do not doubt but what 
the gentleman can read some statement like that, but my 
understanding is that they have come to a practical agree
ment on this amount of money and think it wi!l be sufficient. 
Does the gentleman think there ought to be more than five 
men to care for 40 or 50 horses? 

Mr. SPEAKS. That question is not even involved and 
neither have the civilian employees had a word to say about 
this matter. This is the rexwrt ot the officer appointed by 
the President, who has his office in the War Department, to 
determine these very questions, and this officer says the amount 
is insufficient. Of course, there might be better authorities 
but I scarcely know where you would find them. The Budget 
officer also has recommended it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SPEAKS]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
For expenses, ciµnps of instruction, $10,200,000. 

~fr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, if I may have 
the attention of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANTHONY}. 
In general debate the other day, in discussing the appropriation 
for the National Guard and the Organized Reserves, the gen
tleman made what I think was a suggestion worthy of con
sideration. It was that in connection with the training ot 
the National Guard men and the officers in the Organized 
Reserve. He suggested that the officers in the Organized Re
serve might very well be trained with National Guard and 
Regular Army troops so that they would not only get the 
theoretical training which they now receive but the practical 
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experience of actually commanding troops in combat exercises 
and maneuvers. It seemed to me the suggestion was worthy 
of real consideration, especially as to training camps where 
regular troops are available. I am wondering whether the 
suggestion ha:'l been considered by Army officers. 

~Ir. AXTIIONY. I will say to the gentleman that I have 
heard the matter discussed by officers of the Regular Army 
and the only objection to training i·eservc officers with the 
National Guard dnring the period of the National Guard 
training apvear8 to come from officers of the guard itself, 
some of wllom did not like the idea of taking on the training 
of reserves at that time ; but the Army ofticers with whom I 
have talked i::ay it is entirely a practical idea and that the 
r esene ofticer gets a far greater value from training with 
troops of his branch of the service than in any other way, 
but our Regular Army is 80 widely scatteretl and is so small 
that we have not enough troops of the. regular branches tu 
take on the training of a large number of reserve officers, 
but 've liaYe a large National Guard. There will be between 
160,000 and 180,000 of them in camp this summer, and they 
state that lt would be perfectly feasible to attach seyeral 
thousand officers of the resenes to the guard for training . 
purposes. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Of course, the suggestion of 
the gentleman was simply a suggestion, but it seems to me 
that it at least has the semblauce of real value to it, and 
while it might not be possible this year to .put it into full 
force and effect, it seems to me it could be put into experi
mental effect at some place where the whole problem could be 
worked out to see whether it would be satisfactory both to 
the guard and to the Organized Reserves. I certainly think it 
ought to be applied to our regular troops so that the!':e officers 
could be trained with regular troops. 
· Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. In regard to this very matter, I would 

like to ask the Member from Minnesota if he has in mi1l(t the 
conditions which now surround these camps where the re
serves and the National Guard have to go? I am refeniug 
particularly to the head of our corps area, Ohio, Kentucky, 
West Virginia, and Indiana, and Camp Knox in Kentucky. There 
are not enough soldiers there to eveu skeletonize the Infantry 
companies or any of the other companies there, and I nu<ler
stand the condition of the Regular Army is such in regard to 
the duties which they must perfo1·m that it can not now 
assemble a whole company scarcely anywhere in the Uriited 
States, and we find there that they have not enough 01ficers 
or enough equipment, unless they assemble them from dif
ferent points like Leavenworth and other places, to give the 
instructions necessary for those taking training there as 
reserve officers, National Guard officers, or members of the 
citizens' military training camp, or the school for the National 
Guard itself. I have attended there two years, once as a 
teacher in a citizens' military training camp and last y':'ar as 
an officer of the reserve, so I know something about comlitions, 
and I was going to ask the Member if he knew of these condi
tions and had matched up what had been suggested here with 
the conditions which to-day surround these camps, to know 
whether we could feasibly do this. 

l\lr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I do not know the conditions 
that prevail throughout the country. I do know the conditions 
in my particular corps area. At Fort Snelling, for example, 
there is both Infantry and .Artillery. Furthermore the Third 
Infantry there under Colonel Bjornstad developed into the 
finest Infantry outfit that the Regular Army has ever had. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne-
sota has expired. 

l\Ir. NEWTON of Minnesota. I ask for one minute more. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. It occurred to me that it 

might be very well to adopt this suggestion in part and see 
just how it will work. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am thoroughly in favor of it if It 
can be done, but I simply want to call the attention of the 
committee to the conditions. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. There are some difficulties 
that may aceompany it, and that was why I suggested that we 
test it for this year because it might be only an experiment, 
but really test out the worth of what I deem to be an excellent 
idea. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think it would be most useful to 
bring in contact the different elements of the national defense
the Regular Army, the National Guard, and the Organi:1;ed 
Reserve. 

Mr. NEWTON of . Minnesota. I think that is a valuable 
suggestion. 

Mr. Chairman, while I am on my feet let me also refer 
to the Organized Reserves. We have now approximately 
85,000 reserve officers. So far as possible these men who are 
willing to devote their time to this excellent service should 
be permitted to train every summer if they so desire. Cer
tainly funds should be provided so that every officer can 
attend at least once every third year. The amount appro
priated this year still falls short of that. It will figure out 
about every fifth or sixth year. I should like to see the 
amount increase<l so as to carry out the "recommendations of 
the reserve officers and the Army, so as to enable training for 
every ofllcer at least once during every three-year period. Fur
thermore, it is highly essential that adequate provision be made 
for divisional headquarters for the res~rve divisions. 

Tho proforma amendment was withdrawn. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

For pay of National Guard (armory drills), $10,200,000. 

l\Ir. SPEAKS. l\fr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I would like to ask the gentleman whether he consirlers 
the money appropriu ted for armory drills sufficient. 

l\fr. ANTHONY. The amount recommended by the depart
m~nt an.d by the Budget was $10,600,000. The amount appro
priated is $10,200,000. The amount was based on the National 
Guard strength of 190,000, but, as I said a while ago the 
strength of the guard to-clay is only 163,000. The com~ittee 
does not believe that the guard will attain a strength of 27 000 
additional between now and June. But grant that it will have 
190,000 men, based on the last recorde<l cost for this trainin<Y, 
which is lji54.05 per man which it cost in the year 1902 it will 
bring the total cost of this item to $10,269,000. The' Militia 
Bureau says it will cost $56 a man, but they did not show any 
flgures to sustain it, and so we took the last recorded figures. 

Let me say this to the gentleman: It is only within the last 
year that the committee has been able to get any figures at all of 
what has been the cost or the pay of the guard. They have not 
had them talmlatecl in the War Department so that they can 
giye .the definite pay cost for any one year until this year, and 
\\'e find now that we have been overappropriating for it right 
along. 

l\Ir. SPEAKS. Unexpende<l appropriations revert to th~ 
'Treasury; there is no money wasted. 

Ur. ANTHONY. Yes; but the gentleman knows from experi
ence that the guard never reports 100 per cent for drills and so 
the maximum amount is never claimed. We think the 'amount 
is entirely sufficient. There is no purpose on the part of the 
committee to keep one dollar from the guard. 

Mr. SPEAKS. It is true that 90 per cent of the guard in 
attendance at drilJs, encampments, and other activities is a very 
creditable showing. 

Mr. ANTHO:NY. If the strength of the guard was 200,000, 
you deduct 10 per cent and you have 180,000. 

Mr. SPEAKS. My object in bringing up the question was to 
impress Members with the fact that we are maintaining a 
very efficient and cheap military force in the National Guard. 
When you consider that at the present time we have approxi
mately 165,000 men in the National Guard, maintained at a 
cost of about $29,000,000, ready and available for any service, 
there should be no doubts concerning the practicability and 
effectiveness of this form of military preparedness. While dis
claiming any intention of making invidious comparisons or in 
any manner reflecting on the Regular Establishment, it does 
seem proper, for the purpose of illustration, to call attention 
to the many times larger appropriations required for a Regular 
Army much smaller in strength than is the guard. As a 
further proof of the efficacy of the system under which our 
volunteer citizen army is created and maintained it is only 
necessary to recall that in the World War all the National 
Guard organizations were in France, and that almost half 
the American divisions reaching the firing line were National 
Guard units. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

l\Ir. SPEAKS. Mr. Chairman, I ask to proceed for five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman from 
Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BULWINKLE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SP.EAKS. I yield to my friend from North Carolina. 
l\ir. BULWINKLE. I want to say to the gentleman that all 

of the National Guard divisions were in France-14 of them 
reaching the front lines. 
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Mr. SPEAKS. Yes. Now, in view of the fact that any 

appropriations remaining unexpended revert to the Treasury, 
I can see no objection at all to increasing this allowance. It 
would encourage officers and men to know that their efficiency 
and worth are being recognized and that there is no tendency 
on the part of Congress to cut necessary appropriations. I 
dislike to see a cut made on such an important item as this. 
I know from official military sources that they consider this 
amount insufficient. However, I desire to express the belief 
that the very earnest and efficient chairman of the subcom
mittee in charge of the bill has given the subject careful and 
conscientious consideration. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. SPEAKS. I yield to the gentleman from New York. 
1\Ir. WAINWRIGHT. Is the gentleman aware that there 

were more men killed and wounded in the ranks of the National 
Guard than a·ny other one element of the Army during the 
World War? 

Mr. DYER. There were more of them. 
Mr. SPEAKS. There were 11 National Guard divisions, 11 

National Army divisions, and 7 Regular divisions. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 

the last word in order to ask the chairman of the committee 
whether he does not think if the rule were made more flexible 
in regard to the technical organizations in the National Guard 
the National Guard would grow a little faster? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think the gentleman's conclusion is cor
rect. I think one reason for the failure of the guard to grow 
is that the War Department's regulations are too arbitrary
too drastic. There are many States that would expand their 
guard if they could expand it along the lines they desire ; but 
if they are required, for instance, to maintain a wagon train, 
or a sanitary train, or a medical regiment in which men dis
like to serve in time of peace, the State can not organize a 
unit of that kind, and the growth of the guard stops. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Who promulgates these rules? Is it 
the Militia Bureau or is it the General Staff of the Regular 
Army? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think the General Staff of the Regular 
Army. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I thought we had it fixed so that the 
National Guard was to be ~ontrolled by the Militia Bureau, 
and that we put at the head of the Militia Bureau a National 
Guardman, so that this very thing could be controlled by 
the . National Guard itself. I am wondering if the present 
general who commands the Militia Bureau has become some
what inoculated ·with the virus of the General Staff of the 
Regular Army. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit 
an interruption right there? 

l\fr. HULL of Iowa. Yes. 
Mr. McKENZIE. I think there is a good deal of force ln 

what both the gentleman from Iowa and the gentleman from 
Kansas have said. However, it would not be perhaps wise 
to permit some man in the Militia Bureau to decide that in 
the National Guard the units should be all of one particular 
character. For instance, you might have some pigeon enthusiast 
who would want them all put into pigeon brigades, and another 
who would want them all in the Infantry, and another, all in 
the Cavalry. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. You might say that they all ought 
to be on mobile artillery and not on fixed defenses. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I am earnest in what I say in regard 
to National Guard. I think it is the cheapest protection that 
we get for the money that we expend. I believe we ought to 
think very seriously ln regard to the future expansion of the 
National Guard. We are now maintaining a force of something 
like 160,000 or 165,000 men in the National Guard for very much 
less than $30,000,000, which is very much less again than it 
costs us for 125,000 men in the Regular Army, and they are 
properly distributed to preserve order throughout the country. 
I might say that this is a very good illustration of the fact 
that you can not rely on expert advice in the Army. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. ChaiJ:man, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I am reminded that for several years 
in our committee, and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
ANTHONY] at that time was a member of that committee, 
we had to fight to -preserve in any form even a relic of the 
National Guard, and there was not a Regular Army man or 
expert who pretended to know anything about the Army who 
did not tell us that we could not make an effective military 
organization out of the National Guard. 

l\Ir. BULWINKLE. They changed their opinion. 
l\fr. HULL of Iowa. Oh, yes; they said "We did it." I 

yield to the gentleman from Maryland. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. Oh, the gentleman bas answered 

the question that I had in mind. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa 

has expired. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

ARMS, UNIFORMS, EQUIPMEN1:, ETC., FOR FIELD SERVICE, NATIONAL GUARD. 

To procure by purchase or manufacture and issue from time to time 
to the National Guard, upon requisition of the governors of the sev
eral States and Territories or the commanding general National Guard 
of the District of Columbia, such military equipment and stores of 
all kinds and a reserve supply thereof as are necessary to arm, uni
form, and equip for field service the National Guard of the several 
States, Territories, and the District of Columbia, and to repair such 
of the aforementioned articles of equipage and military stores as ai;e 
or may become damaged when, under regulations prescribed by the 
Secretary of War, such repair may be determined to be an economical 
measure and as necessary for their proper preservation and use, 
$2,700,000: Provided, That the Secretary of War is hereby directed 
to issue from surplus or reserve stores and material on hand and pur
chased for the United States Anny such articles of clothing and 
equipment and Field .Artillery, Engineer, and Signal mat~riel and am
munition as may be needed by the National Guard organized under 
the proviSions of the act entitled "An act for making further and 
more effectual provision for the national def.ense, and for other pur
poses,'' approved June 3, 1916, as amended by the act approved June 
4, 1920. This issue shall be made. without charge against militia 
appropriations except for actual expenses incident to such issue. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani
mous consent to extend in the RECORD my remarks already 
made this afternoon. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I make the same request.· 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. SPEAKS. ·Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the 

Committee on Appropriations to a reduction of $400,000 in the 
item "Arms, uniforms, equipment, etc., for field service, Na
tional Guard!' As I understand, the vast stores and stocks of 
military supplies, embracing equipment, materiel, and military 
stores of every, character, remaining after the war are becom
ing exhausted in many particulars, and it will now be neces
sary to charge to the National Guard appropriations for sup
plies formerly taken from that source. I assume the gentle
man has had that in mind and under consideration in fixing 
this item. It should be remembered that this situation ap
plies to uniforms, shoes, ammunition, and articles most essen
tial to the soldiers' complete equipment. 

Mr. ANTHONY. That is true. This is one item that the 
Militia Bureau was unable to satisfactorily substantiate. Last 
year they did not make any argument to the committee what
ever for the appropriation they asked for, and this year they 
gave very little more. For instance, to cite one particular 
item, they stated they wanted to use $360,000 in this appro
priation for tentage. We know that the Regular Army has a 
large supply of tentage on hand, and we thought it was un
wise to buy tentage for the National Guard when they could 
borrow it or get it from the Regular Army. It was along those 
lines that we reduced the appropriation. 

Mr. SPEAKS. I do not care to take the time of the com
mittee, but my desire is to keep before the membership the 
necessity for making the most liberal appropriations for the 
National Guard consistent with good business judgment. It 
has required almost a half century of effort and sacrifice on 
the part of the patriotic citizens responsible for its continu
ance and improvement, and nothing should occur to dampen 
the ardor of its membership. It must and will be the great 
reliance upon which our Government will rest in time of stress 
and emergency in State or Nation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend
ment will be withdrawn and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
ORGANIZED RESERVES. 

Officers' Reserve Corps : For pay and allowances of members of the 
Officers' Reserve Corps on active duty for not exceeding 15 days' 
training, $1,638,600 ; for pay and allowances of members of the 
Officers' Reserve Corps on active duty for more than 15 days in ac
cordance with law, $400,466; for mileage, reimbursement of actual 
traveling expenses, or per diem allowances in lieu thereof as authorized 
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by law, $;j35.594: I'ro,,;ided, That the mlleage allowance to members of 
tbe Officers' Reserve Corps when called into active service for training 
for 15 days or less shall not e.xceed 4 cents per mile; in all,$2,374,660. 

l\Ir. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word. l\'Cr. Chairman, this paragraph deals with the 
training of the Organized Iteserve Corps for a period of 15 
days in the summer. This item was the occasion of consider
able contest during the last session of Congress. 

There has been very careful consideration given by the sub
committee to this item ancl I think there should be considera
tion by this committee as to certain matters in reference to it. 
The special item for your consideration is the appropriation 
for compensation and allowances for training of the officers of 
the Organized Reserve Corps for the lG-day period. IJast 
year the appropriation was $1,150,000. The Budget estimate 
this year was $2,039,066, which amount was recommended by 
the subcommittee and is carried in this bill, being an increase 
of $889,066 this year. 

I invite the attention of the committee to page 754 of the 
hearings. Colonel Dickinson is a reserve officer, serving on 
the General Staff as a member of the operations and training 
section. He is in charge of the Organized Reserves. He 
represented the \Var Department as a reserYe officer and in 
that capacity made a very full statement before the subcom
mittee. I think the gist of the statements on this question, 
which the committee should have in mind, are very well 
summed up in that portion of page 784 from the middle of the 
page to the top of the next page. I will read that portion for 
the information of the cornmUtee. In response to a question 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. JOHNSON] Colonel Dick· 
inson said: 

The War Department's original program provided for 14,151 officers 
and 1,500 enlisted men. 

l\lr. JOHNSON. So, then, everything looking toward preparation for 
the national defense was sacrificed at the probable expense of a 
ffw dollars? 

Colonel DICKINSON. Sacrificed to tbe needs of economy, sir. 
Mr. ANTHONY. And with some thought of the taxpayer? 
Colonel DICKINSON. Yes. 
Mr. JOHNSON. I did not know he was ever considered. 
Mr. BARBOUR. You are not going to be able to train one-third of 

the officers each year for three years unless the appropriation is 
increased'/ 

Colonel DICKINSON. No, sir. 
Mr. BARBOUR. Is that contemplated by the War Department? 
Colonel DICKINSON. The War Department would like to train a 

third; but, of course, under the present system of the operation of 
the Budget, the War Department is limited to the total prescribed 
under which they must bring all of the various activities and, there
fore, it is divided up and distdbuted in this way. 

Mr. BARBOUR. You will train ab<>ut a fifth of the attached officet·s, 
as I understand it? 

Colonel DICKINSON. Under the present estimate, 12,615 out of 
80,000. 

l\lr. BARBOUR. Some cf those are not attached, or it is not intended 
to train all of the 80,000 '/ 

Colonel DICKINSON. There h1 a question, of course, of priority in 
training; I mean, officers who belong to the combat arms, who have 
no facilities in their civil occupations to learn anything ab<>ut their 
duties in time of war. Officers who are actually going to command 
men in battle should be trained as much as possible, because they 
have nothing in connection with their civil occupations to give them 
tactical training. They must be put on active duty frequently in 
order to supplement their theoretical work on an inactive status by 
pr.actical training in the field. Other officers of the technical and 
administrative branches get a certain amount of training in their 
war-time duties in connection with their civil pursuits. 

Now, out of a total of about 80,000 reserve officers 63,000 of 
those officers are assigned to various tactical units-regiments, 
divisions, and various separate nondivisional groups-making 
up the necessary organization of six field armies which would 
furnish 2,000,000 men in case of an emergency. I think one 
reason why there is such a smoothness in the consideration of 
this bill is the very obvious spirit on the part of the Subcom
mittee on Appropriations to give every possible consideration to 
the question of an adequate expansion of the reserves. Quite 
a number of Members of the House appeared before the sub
committee to make suggestions on behalf of a theory underlying 
the reserves which should prevail, that is the theory that of the 
63,000 reserve officers attached to tactical units, such as regi
ments of Infantry ?r Cavalry or Field Artillery, of these 63,000 
so attached, who will be necessary officers in time of emergency, 

tli~re should be accorded each year training to at least one
th1rd of them. That would make an annual training of about 
21,000 officers. Now, it appeared from the testimony of General 
Delafield, president of the Reserve Officers' Association, and 
also f~om ~he hea~·ing~ of the subcommittee which appear Yery 
fully m tlus exammat1on of Colonel Dickinson by tlie chairman 
of the subcommittee [1\Ir. ANTHONY] and other members of the 
subcommittee, that last year there were 20 000 reserve officers 
who ~es~red tra.ining. Last year the appropriation was an ap
propriation which provided for the training of about G,000 
officers, a few more than 6,000 officers, in the 15-day summer 
perio~. This yea~', due .to the increase recommended by the 
comnnttee, there 1s provision made for the training of about 
12,000. That is a very substantial and proper increase and I 
think that t1;1e House should recollect that the Reser1~ Corps 
and the National Guard are Yery wise provis!ons establishin~ 
a plan of defense thnt bas come out of our experience in th(' 
rece?t war. ?he rese1:1e ?rganizations provide throughout thP 
Nation skelelOD organizations. Now, I am glad to see in the 
bill this ~year the committee has appropriated an increase in 
the enlisted personnel in the Reser-ve Corps and enlisted corps. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has c:s:pirert. 
Mr. HILT, of l\faryland. l\Iay I ask for two a<.1<litionnl 

minutes? 
The CI-H .. IRMAN. Is there objection? [A.ftel' n pause.] 'l'Iie 

Chair hears none. 
Mr. WATKINS. In an extension of the gentleman's remarks 

will he put in the table on page 749 showing the number of 
officers trained at the Yarious camps in 1923 in order tbnt the 
people getting the HEcoRn may have that data? 

Mr. HIIJL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
co!lsent to reYise and extend my remarks, and by including cer
ta~n brief extracts from the hearings, includ'ng the one which 
the gentleman suggests. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks unani
mous consent to extend his remarks in the HECORD in the man
ner indicatecl. Is there objection? [After a pau.se.J '.rhe Chair 
hears none. 

l\lr. HILL of }faryl::rnd. The extract is flS follows: 
Organized Reseri-e encampmeHts, smnnicr of 1923. 

. Number of 
First Corps .Area camps: officers trnined. 

Third Corps .Area camps: 

~~~PM~~~g~==============::::::====================== 
6

21 Fou!t~ 11~bi·~RF1;.~~-cailli)s-:--------------------------------- 32 

~~~:~r!i~i;~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~===~==~ 1!g 
Fifth Corps Area camps : --- -- ul 

Crunp Knox------------------------------------------- 504 
Wilbur Wright Field----------------------------------- 81 
Fort ~fonroe------------------------------------- 27 

Sixth Corps Area camps : -----

~~~fid~~siifii"d:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 5Bi 
~~gttu~e1fde!~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~ 

Seventh Corps Area camps: 

i~i!a~J~~~g~!~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~=~======= ~~g 
Eighth Corps Area camps: - -------

2
!) 

ii~ l~~~~~~~~=~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
Brooks Field------------------------------------------

Ninth Corps .Area camps : 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

24!) 
127 
180 
13 
23 

133 
182 
113 

51 
20 
15 

Total number trained-------------------------------- 5, 701 
[NOTE.-The total number of officers trained to date is 5,910 ; 209 

have received training, as follows: 98 administrative and technical 
officers at posts, arsenals, and depots in connection with industrial 
mobilization activities under the jurisdiction of the Assistant Secretary 
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of War; 111 by assignment to unit~ of the Regular Army, including 48 
in the Hawaiian De!:)artment. Approximately 700 officers will be 
trained, as above stated, during the remainder of the current fiscal 
year, with funds held in reserve for the purpose.] 

l\ir. JEFFERS. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. RILL of Maryland. I will. 
Mr. JEFFERS. I want to get this into the RECORD right 

. here. The gentleman says the committee has provided in this 
bill that 12,000 be trained this year? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland Yes; that means-when I say this 
year, I mean the coming fiscal year-this summer. 

Mr. JEFFERS. The coming summer. And there are about 
63,000 reservists attached to tactical units? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I will say to the gentleman there 
are 63,323 out of a total of 80,000. · 

Mr. JEFFERS. I do not mean those not attached to tactical 
units. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. There are in all about 86,000 re
serve officers. Five thousand of them are also National Guard 
officers. 

On Monday, January 21, 1924, Colonel Dickinson appeared 
before the subcommittee. I ask that you note what he said as 
to the War Department training plans, which was as follows: 

Mr. ANTHONY. Colonel Dickinson, will you give your full name and 
status at the War Department for the record? 

Colonel DICKINSON. Lieut. Col. Howard C. Dickinson, General Stall', 
member of the training branch of the operations and training division 
in charge of Organized Reserves. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Colonel Dickinson, we will be glad if you would give 
us a general statement of the work you have done during the last year 
in the way of training. Give us the present status of the officers of 
the Reserve Corps and what was done in the last year in the way of 
training. 

1.'RAINING OF RESERVE OFFICERS, 

Colonel DICKINSON. The appropriation for the current fiscal year 
amounted to $1,755,000, with which the War Department is now en
gaged in the training and instruction of reserve officers along the fol
lowing lines : Active duty training at camps during the past summer 
provided training for approximately 5,910 reserve officers. These were 
trained in each corps area in a series of Organized Reserve camps dur
ing periods of 15 days. It is proposed to train an additional number 
of reserve officers, approximately 700, during the remainder of the 
current fiscal year. 

Mr. ANTHONY. That is in the Northwest whei·e you train them? 
Colonel DICKINSON. That will be in all the corps areas. 
As to the training projects for the reserves, we are trying to develop 

a continuing program; that is to say, not confined to any one period 
of the year. The War Department's idea is a continuing program so 
that reserve officers will be t.r!lined during the entire year. There 
are certain times of the year, in certain corps areas, more fav{)rable 
to training than other periods, and, furthermore, the convenience of 
the reserve officer does not always permit of his receiving training 
at a definite, stated time during the year. Some officers can train, for 
instance, more conveniently in the spring, others in the summer, and 
some in the autumn; so that, looking to the future, when we hope we 
will have more money to train more officers, we want to establish the 
policy of · a continuing training cycle throughout the year. 

NUMBER OF OFFICERS IN RESERVE CORPS. 
The Adjutant General reports that on the 1st of January we had 

84,500 reserve officers, of which approximately 4,900 are National 
Guard officers ; so we might say that the reserves consist at present 
of approximately 8-0,000 officers of various grades from major general 
down to second lieutenant. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Do those reserve officers who hold National Guard 
commissions undergo outside training periods during the summer? 

Colonel DICKINSON. No, slr; they train entirely with the National 
Guard. The reason that they take reserve commissions ls for the 
purpose of giving them a war status solely. 

Mr. ANTHONY. There is no duplication of training, then? 
Colonel DICKINSON. No, sir. 
Mr. ANTHONY. You stated that 5,910 have been called out so far 

during the current year? 
Colonel DICKINSON. Yes, sir. 

Last year 20,000 reserve officers applied for training. About 
6,000 were able to get it. The situation tllis year appears from 
the following : 

Mr. ANTHONY. Has any estimnte been arrived at as to the number 
of officers who have expressed a willingness to attend training camps 
during the coming season? 

Colond DICKINSON. No, sir; no definite or accm•ate figure. I have 
no estimate other than the general impression that prevails not only 
in the War Department but in the field, and the reports that we 
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get from the corps area commanders and the Regular Army officenl 
on duty with the reserves, that the reserve officers are extremely 
anxious for opportunities to train. 

Mr. ANTHONY. What percentage of those ordered on duty for training 
last year failed to show up or were released from orders to train? 

Colonel DICKINSON. The percentage was very small, indeed. There 
were a few who at the last moment were unable to attend, and a few 
were relieved on account of physical disability . 

The appropriation for the needed Enlisted Reserve Corps 
is of equal importance as part of the gradually developing plan 
of national defense. 

Note the following statements on this subject: 
Mr. ANTHONY. The Enlisted Reserve Corps: "For pay, transporta

tion, subsistence, clothing, other supplies and incidentals," $50,000 
is the Budget estimate for the next fiscal year. You had $5,000 for 
the current year. Did you expend the $5,000 for the current year? 

Colonel DICKINSON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. ANTHONY. There was no appropriation asked for by the War 

Department or the Budget for the current year, but the committee 
appropriated $5,000. 

Colonel DICKINSON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. ANTHONY. That has been expended? 
Colonel DICKINSON. Yes, sir, with the exception of a small balance. 
Mr. ANTHONY. What is the status of the Enlisted Reserve at this 

time? 
Colonel DICKINSON. There are at present 2,352 enlisted reservists, 

constituting au increase of about 1,500 over this time last year. 
Mr. ANTHONY. How do you enlist those men; how do you grade 

them? 
Colonel DICKINSON. Under the War Department policy it is de

sired ultimately to provide the key noncommissioned officers and 
enlisted men in all reserve units. The idea would ultimately be to 
have 25 enlisted men, including noncommissioned officers and spe
cialists for each company or corresponding unit of the reserve, in 
order to establish these training cadres ready to absorb the man power 
of the country as procured by the selective draft or such other 
measures as Congress may enact in time of a national emergency. 

Mr. AN'.rHO~Y. How many of your 2,000 reservists are noncommis-
sioned officers? 

Colonel DICKINSON. Practically all of them. 
Mr. ANTHONY. Practically all of them? 
<X>lonel DICKINSON. They are either noncommisisoned officers or 

have been enlisted with a view to their development as such. When 
the project of enlistment was first conceived, it was thought that 
we would enlist solely noncommissioned officers, but it seems ad
visable to enlist such good material as is available, with a view to 
development into noncommissioned officers, and subsequently into 
commissioned officers. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. MAGEE], the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. RoGERs], the gentleman from Ala~ 
bama [Mr. JEFFERS], and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
HILL] and many other Members appeared before the sub
committee urging adequate appropriations for the Reserve 
Corps. I also appeared on January 21, 1924, and what I said 
then applies equally to-day. Because of certain matters I then 
took up I will invite your attention to what I then said. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not think there is any man in the country who 
is more deeply interested, earnestly and from a practical point of view, 
in the development and the proper development of the Reserve Corps 
than the chairman of this subcommittee, Mr. Anthony. I am here 
to-day to say only a word, and I come before the committee with a 
great deal of diffidence, because I feel the committee is working on 
this matter from a point of view that we are all interested in. I only 
come to present for the consideration of the committee the question 
of the amount of field training for the reserve organizations and officers, 
and I venture to do this because of some practical personal experience 
in reference to some of the reserve units and reserve problems. 

There are at the present time 84,500 reserve officers. or these 
officers 63,000 are either attached or assigned to various units, which 
units are component parts of the six field armies, providing for 2,000,000 
men to be immediately trained in case of emergency. 

Experience in the last war showed that if we had a training organi
zation or a more or less definite regimental organization, or other 
unitary organiZation, it was a very simple matter to train the men in 
a comparatively E:hort time. 

During the past war, in one division, 5,000 drafted men were poured 
into this division two weeks before it sailed for France, and those men 
were 1n defensive trenches within three weeks after they reached 
France. Therefore it ls extremely important that the reserve officers 
and the reserve organizati9ns be kept in as efficient a condition as 
possible, ready at any moment of need to receive, train, conserve the 
health of, and command in action the troops that would be draftecl. I 
venture to suggest to the committee that, there being 63,000 rese1·ve 
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officers attttcbed or assigned to existing neccssat·y tactical and other 
units, they should be trained at least once in every three years. 

Most reserve officers are otlicers of no large personal means. It is 'Very 
difficult to get officers to comient to come into the...Reserve Corps, when we 
consider the lar~ number of officers who were in the World War. There 
are a great many m n who can be counted on in an emergency, but who 
will not assume the obligations of the Reserve Corps in time of peace. 
The reserve officers and reserve units throughout the winter are given 
specific to1·ms of instruction. I know of a reserve regiment which has 
two definite meetings a month, in which the problems of troop handling 
are taken up by each officer in order, under the supervision o! the com
manding officer of the regiment and of the Regular Army executive 
officer of the regiment. They also have the correspondence schools 
throughout the year. 

These officers, if they k11cw sufficiently far in advance that they could 
go to summer camp, would make arrangements to go, but the uncertainty 
of their being able to go prevents them from doing so. 

Therefore, as I said, with some diffidence but having great confidence 
in this subcommittee, I wish to suggest to you the advisability of ar
ranging for 1 he training each year of one-third of the 63,000 officers who 
are attached or assigned. That leaves 21,500 not attached or assigned. 
Some Qf those officers would probably be necessary for field training 
once in three years, or it would be advisable to let them have field train
ing. A number of those nonumt officers, however, are officers who do 
not require fiela training. Take, for instance, the officers of the Judge 
Advocate General's Department. It is advisable that they should have 
knov•rledge or previous contact with troops, because the point of view 
of a military lawyer is totaHy dllre!'ent from the point of view of the 
dvllian lawyer. - There is a decidedly different element required. It 
would be advisable that they have training, but I respectfully submit 
that it is absolutely necessary that the officers who are expected to be 
company or battalion or regimental officers, or other independent unit 
officers, should know that once every three years they 'Will be in the 
field for actual maneuverl'i and training. 

Mr. Chairman, I am very much obliged to the committee :tor having 
had this opportunity to present this view to YOU, US' a necessity for the 
national defense under the present defense act. 

Without flny pay or other monetary compensation, an through the 
winter the reserve officers of organized units are working tor the na
tional defense. 

As an indication of the work of the r~serve organizations you may lie 
interested to see the following schedule of work for the month o! 
February of a reserve Cavalry regiment. . 

HEADQUARTERS THREE !IUNDRED AND SIXTH CAVALRY, 
How A~D STREET AR:uoaY, 

Baltimore, Md., January 14, 1924. 
Subject : References to be looked up for February meeting. 
To : All officers assigned or attached, First Squadron and Head

quarters Troop, Three hundred and sixth Cavalry. 
The following is a Ust of references to be used in connection with 

tbe February meeting of the Qfficers of the First Squadron, Three 
hundred and sixth Cavalry. This list was prepared by Capt. Geary 
F. Eppley, Three hundred and sixth Cavnlry, whO is to conduct the 
conference at the Februa.ry meeting. 

The reterence marked with red pencil is the one to be looked up 
by you. It ls expected that you will come to tbe meeting prepared 
to discuss the point or points covered in the reference checked to 
you. 

Subject of reference. 
Reference No. 

General consideration of the troop, troop formations, and 
echeloning of R platoons. (Pars. 1, 2, and 3 of Training Reg
ulations 425-445 and addenda.)------------------------

Position of troop headquarters and its individuals, and the for-
mation of the troop. (Pars. 4 and 5.)------------------

General rules for movements executed by the troop, (Par. 6) _ 
Line formations. (Pars. 7, 8, 9, 10.)---------------------
Column formations. (Pars. 11, 12, 13. )-------------------
The oblique maxch, march to the rear, a.nd route order. (Pars. 

14, 15, 16. >-------------------------------------------
Extended order and extended-order formations. (Pars. 17, 

Ex~~iiJ;a ~~Je-r-forDiations:-coz"litii.ue'd~--<:Par8.-22~-2s,-24~25, 
26.) -------------------------------------------------Mounted action. (Pars. 27, !.l8, 29. )----------------------

1 

2 
3 
4 
5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

To dismount to fight on foot and dismounted combat. (Pars. 
30, 31.) --------------------------------------------- 10 
All required information may be found in Training Regulations No. 

425-445 and addenda thereto :Ill the paragraphs as above numbered. 
By order of Colonel H---. 

G. H. RilRD, EaJec-utive 0"/!foer, 

HEADQUARTERS T:a:nEm llUNDRED AND Stx'm CAVA.l:.R"i', 

Subject: February meeting. 

How ARD STRElliT ARMORY, 
BaZtimore, Ma., Janua1·y !S, 19!.f. 

To: All Qfficers assigned or e.ttnched, Second Squadron. 
As announced in the report of the October meeting, the sUbject 

for the February meeting will be " The school of the troop." The 

meeting will be conducted by Capt. William J'. Yetton, Cavnlry, 
Otnc,ers' Reserve Corps, who has announced the following list Of 
re!eren~. It is expected that you will come to tbe February meet
ing of the Second Squadron prepared to discuss the point or points 
covered in the reference checked to you below : 

Subject of nfere11ce (to be found in Troi11t1ig Reg1ilatio11s 4.~5-445 
and addenda). 

Rl'ference 
To form the troop (close order~mounted) -----------------
To form the troop (dismounted)-------------------------
Positions of officers and noncommissioned officers out of ranks_ 
Movements executed by the troop (extended or<ler)-----------
1\Iounted attaok (the troop acting alone)------------------
Mounted action and dismounted action---------------------

~rr~P~~1J' ~~~ dl~~~iioe:::::::::::::::::==:::::::::::::::::: 
Recoirnaissance before combaL----------------------------
llally --------------------------------------------------

By order of Colonel H---. 

No. 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
G 
7 
8 
0 

10 

G. H. BAIRD, EJrrec11tioe Offl,cet'. 

NOTE: 'l'he report of the October meeting gave tile schedule of monthly 
meetings and work for the winter. 

All this study and work in the, office should be supplemented by prac
tical field work, certainly not less than once every three yeats. 

In conclusion, let me quote part of the testimony before the 
subcommittee of Gen. John Ross Delafield, president of the 
Reserve Officers' Association: 

Mr. ANTHONY. General Delafield, we will be glad to henr from you. 
General DELAFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate, and I know all 

o.f the officers here appreciate, the privilege of ~ing able to address 
you. We ai·e here from clifl'erent parts of the country fol' the pur
pose of attending this bearing, and I would like at this time to intl'o
duce to you jn a genernl way the officers wbo al'e here, just naming 
them. They are: Lieut. Col. James Barnes, New Jersey; Capt. 
Harry C. Lear, 11ichigan; Lieut, C-01, N. E. Borden, Vermont; Lieut. 
Col. Jenks B. Jenkins, Maryland; Col. John S. Sewell, Alabama; . 
Lieut. Col. Joseph C. DeVries, New Yo1'k; l\faj. Edwai·d E. McKeighan, 
Missouri; Col. Wm. Donahue, :Minnesota; Lieut, Col. A. J. Sichter
mann, Ohio, :Uaj. J. Ed. C. Fisher, Nebraska; Col. John Stewru·t, 
District of Columbia; M3-j. R. E. B, McKenney, Pennsylvania; Lieut. 
Col. G. G. Reiniger, No.rth Carolina; Brig. Gen. Roy lloffman, Okla
homa; Lieut. Col. Phelps Newberry, l-lichigan; Brig. Gen. John Ross 
Delafield, New York; Col. Robert H. Murray, New Hampshire; Lieut. 
Col. Ilenry J. Dickinson, Tennessee; Capt. J. :Monroe Stick; Maryland; 
and Capt. Hart G. Foster, Kentucky. 

Mr. Chairman, we have come here in order to do all we can to assist 
your committee. For this purpose, we have come from various pal'ts 
of the country, and we will be very happy if you will permit us to 
sit in at the hearings and listen to Colonel Dickinson's testimony, and 
then may I conclude with perhaps a supplemental statement? 

Mr. ANTHONY. All right, sir; we will be very glad to have you 
make that statement at that time. 

General DELAFIELD. I introduced to you officers from a number of 
different States awhi1e ago and failed to add that a great many others 
had intended to be here, but were detained in one way or another. 
While I was sitting here, this telegram was just handed to me: 

"Eight hundred Louisiana reserve officers wish you success 
in effort for strongest but least expensive component national 
defense system. Effectiveness demands strengthening divisional 
organizations and field trn.i111ng for 30,000 officers annually." 

That is signed by Colonel Morrill. • • • 
The statement I want to make is really a statement from the re

sel'Ve officer's point of view. I want to tell you the story as the 
cltlzen soldier, the ~serve -officer, sees this whole problem. If you 
will be good enough to allow me to read parts of correspondence 
incidentaJ to it, I will take only a short time. 

As we see it, what we are hei·e for i!l to do what we can to secttr.-e 
adequate and ample defense for our country. That is t>ur whole 
object and our whole purpose. We are volunteers in that plan, ready 
to sacrifice part of our time and our skill and our ability for that 
purpose. An~ that is all we are here for. We exptict no reward 
other than the privilege to serve our country in that way. We know 
this, that adequate national d~fense reqUires that we shall be ready 
on time to meet the attack of any first-class power nnd to repel it. 
and we have to be there on time; we haV'e to be ready on time. We 
know from the last -war that modern war bas to be fought by the 
citizen; that modern wars are on such an immense scale that no 
standing army, no regular army, could ever hope to cope successfully 
against the enemy. For instance, in our own case, we have approxi
mately 120,000 officers and men in the Regular Army; approximately 
166,000 officers and men of the National Guard. That makes ap
proximately 286,000 officers and men. Now, they are a drop in the 
bucket that do not ~ou11t (in nttmbers) alongside of the fighting or
g8.ni~ation of nny first-class power. In the last war we bad 4,000,000 
omcers and men, and we, together with our alliefJ, ha.d the incon
ceivable number of 42,000,000 officers and men. 
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Mr. ANTHONY. General, does it not all depend on whether we are 

going to go across the water looking for first-class power to fight, or 
whether we are going to wait for them to come over here and attack 
us? In otber wor<ls, it is not possible for any first-class power to 
bring any considerable number of men to our shores, is it? 

General DELAFIELD. Tbat is a strategic question. If we could 
bring that number of men to France and, while we may not think it, 
it may be quite possible for a first-class power to bring that number 
of men to our shores. 

Now, the national defense act, as we see it, was framed with that 
very object in view, namely, to fit the country to meet thes~ con
ditions. To ar:alyze it rapidly, we see it in this way: The }\egular 
Army itself is a body of experts. . It is their business to know and 
to teach us all the latest implements and the greatest skill in war
fare. Incidentally, they have the job of policing the Philippines, the 
border, and other work of that sort. They are a great body of 
skilled technicians for the benefit of the Nation in this scheme, as we 
see it. The National Guard is a section of the volunteer citizens who 
can give more time than the rest of us and who are ready to go in 
the first line along with the main elements of the Regular Army, and 
would be supposed to hold the enemy until the large citizens' army 
can go in and fight and win the war. In other words, they are pre
paring themselves to bold the pass of Thermopylae. That is what it 
amounts to. 

The Organized Reserves, of course, represent the great fighting 
strength and mass of the Nation. At the present time they are made 
up of a Reserve Corps of 80,000 officers and the Enlisted Reserve Corps 
of somewhere about 2,3ll0 enlisted men, I believe. It is this great 
body that we belong to and that we are thinking of and that we are 
satisfied constitutes the real fighting strength of the Nation. 

Now, the object is to get this body into a condition of readiness that 
will enable us to do this work efl'ectively and rapidly. With regard 
to the organization of the reserves under this system of the national 
defense act, it is worked out for the purpose of efficiency and the 
rapidity in getting it into the conflict. In the first place, the officers 
are distributed in a tenitorial system; that is to say, the trained 
officers are distributed throughout the country and placed so as to 
receive these drafted and enlisted men, commence training them at 
once, even while they live at home, and go right into it and begin 
mobilization and so get ready for actual conflict. Others are trained 
to go with the Regular Army and National Guard and to complete 
their units ; others are trained· for supply work and procurement. 

• The reserve officers themselves as a body have given this 
thing a great deal of thought, as well as the individual reserve officers. 
It has come up at various meetings, at various times, and they have 
made declarations. At their convention in October, at Detroit, they 
passed this resolution: 

"Be it further resolved, That appropriations for the support of 
the Army should include sufficient sums to cover the following 
needs : An adequate amount to cover the pay and training of at 
least 33! per cent of the enrolled Officers' Reserve Corps each year 
and all of the Enlisted Reserve Corps enrolled for the coming 
Yiar; to provide adequate transportation for use of the various 
headquarters of reserve divisions ; to permit and facilitate · the 
organization of such divisions." 

That this demand of the reserve officers themselves is entirely reason
able is so obvious as not to need much comment. If you can not get 
training at least once in three years, you get very rusty and your effi
ciency soon goe.s. and your enthusiasm goes and the United States loses 
the officer. "But," it may be said, "they get their correspondenc-e 
courses ; their Regular Army officers at headquarters give them a cer
tain amount of theoretical instruction and they read books." But 
they know, as we all of us know, that th.eoretical training won't make 
a soldier, much less a skilled officer, and won't keep him skilled. The 
almost universal demand for this training, for the practical actual 
camp training, is evidenced by the fact that last year more than 20,000 
reserve officers requested this training. Only 6,000 so far have had it; 
about 700 or 800 more will get it before the end of the fiscal year. 
But over 20,000 demanded it. 

Finally, gentlemen, the national defense needs a well-trained 
and reauy · reserve. We do not want war. Nobody wants war 
less than the trained reserve officer, who is a citizen first of all 
and wants to remain one. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time· of the gentleman from Mary
land has again expired. 

Mr. JEFFERS. l\fr. Chairman, I ask recognition on the gen~ 
tleman's pro forma amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama. 
1\fr. JEFFERS. l\lr. Chairman, I desire, if the gentleman 

from Maryland will give me his attention right here, to con
tinue along that same line and get this into the record straight. 
If there are about 12,000 reserve officers to be trained out of 
about 63,000 reserve officers who are attached to tactical arms 
of the service, then that means only about 20 per cent, or less 

than one out of five. That means that only once out of every 
five years a man who holds a reserve commission can attend 
a training camp for 15 days. That is the net result, is it not? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Yes. 
Mr. JEFJf'ERS. Well, that illustrates the point that we 

should increase the number to be trai-ned each year just as 
fast as the Committee on Appropriations or this Congress can 
possibly accomplish it-and I think that more of them should 
be trained during this coming summer-\ve should materially 
increase the number to be trained each rear, because only two 
weeks of field training in five years is not sufficient training 
experience to keep up the interest of the men who hold these 
reserve commissions. 

l\fr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. JEFFERS. Yes. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. The gentleman has bad experience 

in the recent war, and I read with the greatest interest the 
gentleman's remarks when he appeared before the subcom
mittee, where the gentleman advocated an absolutely and es
sentially sound system underlying the Reserve Corps, and that 
is that of the 63,000 officers attached or assigned to the tactical 
units . at least one-third of them should be trained every sum
mer. 

Mr. JEFFERS. Yes; so that each one could go to the train
ing camp at least once every three years. We certainly should 
provide them at least that much opportunity to keep up. 

l\fr. VAIL~J. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JEFFERS. Yes. 
Mr. VAILE .• The reserve officer's commission only lasts 

five years, does it not? 
l\fr. HILL of Maryland. That is all. 
Mr. VAILE. Then on this basis he would be trained only 

one summer during the period of his· commission? 
l\tr. JEFFERS. Yes; and that is not sufficient to keep ·the 

interest up to the mark and thereby avail the Nation of this 
splendid material which was developed during the wm.'. If 
this material can be kept available, and if we can give these 
reserve officers sufficient training to .keep them interested 
and well posted in their work, it will be well worth while, 
and it will mean a great deal to this highly important branch 
of our present plan of national defense. 

l\Ir. HOW ARD of Nebraska. Mr, Chairman, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. JEFFERS. Yes. 
l\fr. HOW ARD of Nebraska. I am preparing an amendment 

which I think will result in that very thing which has been 
referred to by the gentleman from Maryland and the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

Mr. JEFFERS. Mr. Chairman, in the moment I have re
maining I wish to address myself to the members of the sub
committee who handled this bill, and I will appreciate the 
attention of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DICKINSON] while 
I ask him this question: What is the idea in limiting the allow
ance for members of the Officers' Reserve Corps when they are 
called into active service for training for the 15-day period to 
4 cents per mile when other officers traveling to the same sort 
of duty get 8 cents per mile? And when this same reserve offi
cer when called in for duty for more than 15 days would get 8 
cents per mile but gets only 4 cents per mile when called in for 
active duty for the 15-day period of training. Why that dis
crimination? 

Mr. VAILE. And the enlisted man gets 5 cents a mile. 
Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. The reason for that is that when 

the reserve officer goes to camp he has not the hotel expenses 
and incidental expenses of his trip that the other officer has. 
He is provided with a place for lodging and mess tent, and so 
forth. 

Mr. JEFFERS. But the same reserve officer, if called to the 
same camp during the same summer to instruct troops, for 
example, for 30 days, gets the 8 cents per mile, as I under
stand it. 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. He is on an entirely different 
basis and is not allowed the rations and other allowances in 
the Army, and for that reason he must have that additional 
compensation. 

Mr. JEFFERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will 
allow me, just one further observation--

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. The 4 cents was put in by the 
Senate. 

l\Ir. JEFFERS. A. reserve officer goes to a summer camp for 
bis 15-day training period. If he goes home at the end ~f the 
15 days his traveling allowance is only 4 cents per mile; but 
if the same officer is kept in that camp after his 15-day train
ing period to train other troops, ~e gets 8 cents per mile, and 
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it strikes me that they should all receive the same regular 
allowance of 8 cents per mile, and it should apply when one is 
called in for the 15~day training period just the same as when 
one is called in for duty for 30 days, for example. They should 
all be on the same basis as to this mileage allowance. 

~Ir. DICKINSON of Iowa. If there is any discrepancy here, 
it llas not been called to the attention of the committee, and if 
it should be corrected I suggest to the gentleman that he take 
it heEore the Senate committee. 

:Ur. HOW ARD of Nebraska. 1\fr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The gentleman from Nebraska offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk l'ead as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. BOWARD of Nebraska: Page 70, line 22, 

aftl'r the word "training," strike out the figures " $1,638,600 " and 
in ~·ert in lieu thereof " $2,638,-000." 

1.Ir. HOW ARD of Nebraska. 1\Ir. Chairman and gentlemen 
of the committee, here we have an opportunity to determine 
among ourselves whether this Congress is a militaristic body 
or whether it is a body-I was just on the point -0f using a 
bad word-a body of believers in the Republic. I do not be
lieve in a large standing Army. I voted for the amendment 
presented by the gentleman from Minnesota to reduce by 50 
per cent our own standing Army. 

l\lr. WATKINS. l\fr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield 1 
l\Ir. HOWARD of Nebraska. Yes. 
Mr. WATKINS. Is it not a fact that $2,638,GOO is the sum 

the \Var Department estimated? 
Mr. 'HOW ARD of Nebraska. Yes; I run aMing a million 

dollars. 
l\lr. WATKINS. Is that the sum the War Department 

wanted for this purpose? Is it not? 
~fr. HOW ARD of Nebraska. I do not know. I am just 

increasing these figuxes in the bill by $1,000,000. 
l\Ir .. ANTHONY. Did the gentleman inquire what the War 

Department asked for? 
Mr. HOW ARD of Nebraska. Yes. That is what I asked 

about. · 
1\Ir. ANTHONY. The estimate of the War Department was 

$1,087,000, and the .approved estimate of the Budget was 
$1,638,600. . 

l\1r. HOW ARD of Nebra·ska. I have asked for $2,638,600 be
cause, as I said, I do not believe in large standing armies. But 
I do believe in citizen soldiery. We can not have a citizen sol
dien' that may be quickly tr.ained and brpught into soldiery 
shape without educated Army officers. Now, we can not hav.e 
enough of them out of the Regular Army, which we are to re
duce pretty soon, so I am in favor of manufacturing a great 
many new ones by the proposal that I have offered. . 

Who will constitute this Officers' Reserve Corps, l\lr. Chair
man and gentlemen? Why, it will be very largely made up of 
the young and magnificent fellows who served in an official 
capacity during the late World War. 

I am offering the amendment only for the plll'pose of ex
pressing my sentiments and for the purpose of giving you an 
opportunity to join me if you want to. I do not desire to 
harass the committee in its progress with the bill. I have 
severnl amendments in line with this, but I shall not ask time 
to further discuss them 0th.er than to say. that I believe this is 
the best course for those of us to pursue who are opposed 
to the spirit of militarism in our Republic. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Will the gentleman yieid? 
Mr. HOW AUD of Nebraska. Yes. 
Mr. McKENZIE. I think we all agree on the matter of a 

large standing Army, but I want to call this to the attention of 
the gentleman from Nebraska: I am a believer in the Officers' 
Reserve Corps, and I have always been a stanch friend of the 
National Guard, but I have always had this thought in mind, 
that whenever we ren.ch a point that the burden of taxation 
becomes noticeable then I fear the men who have been op
poi;;ing the Regular .Army will turn against the National Guard 
and the Officers' Reserve Corps because it is such a burden 
to the people of the country. Therefore, is it not wise to 
move rather slowly? 

l\1r. HOW A.RD of Nebraska. Well, I am moving rather 
slowly. I am asking only for a couple of million dollars here, 
whereas we are appropriating great sums-$8,000,000, $10,-
000,000, and $100,000,000. I noticed a little while ago that an 
item went through of $150,000 for stud horses. I do not know 
what earthly use our Army has for anything of that kind. 

-:\1r. McKENZIE. I would refer the gentleman to the gen
tlemnn from Virginia [:Mr. HARBISON]. 

1\lr. HOW ARD of Nebraska. I would be glad to hear from 
Jlim. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the g€'utleman has expired. 
Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Dut these fellows took up all 

of my time. 
Mr. VAILE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in Ol)position to the 

amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado is recog· 

nized. 
Mr. VAILE. Mr. Chairman, I agree with the gentleman who 

has just spoken in regard to the necessity of au adequate 
Officers' Reserve Corps and in regard to the merits of the Na
tional Guard and amply adequate appropriatious for both. 
These bodies, at least, are bodies of trained officers who will 
not be withdrawn from civilian life except in time of war, and, 
consequently, they can not furnish arguments to those who 
are fond of howling that any preparati!;)n for the national 
defense js militaristic. I am going to vote against the gentle
man's amendment. however. because it seems to me the com
mittee has done wisely to adhere to the Budget. 

But I want to get out of my system a few remarks on this 
subject of militarism and the opposition to reaSl'na~le prepara· 
tions for the national defense. 

In 192-0 we voted an army of 500,000. We have k~pt whit· 
tling that down and down, until it is now 125,000, and that is 
slightly more than 1 soldier to every 1,000 of populaW>n. It 
does not seem to me, with the thunder of cannon of the ~V{.'rlc.l 
"\iVar hardly gone from our ears, that that is an unreasoDaltle 
standing Army-1 soldier to 1,000 of population. 

This country has been at war one year out of six throughout 
its entire national history. As trustees for the welfare of ths 
Nation, we are not entitled to assume that we shall never havtt 
another war. If war should come, we shall require an army. 
Now, the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. KvALE] rose yester
day and proposed to cut our Army in half. I askeU. him 
what minimum Army he would like. He said he proposeu ·to 
cut it to 62,500 now and to make a further cut as soon as there 
were more ladies in the House, which, he thought, woul<.1 be in 
about four years. I hope it will be sooner than that. His 
assumption seemed to be that when there are more ladies in 
the House we would ultimately abolish the Army altogether. 
1 have not talked with the one lady Member of the House on 
the subject of abolishing the Army, but I think the inference to 
be drawn from his remarks is a very serious and unjustified 
reflection on the patriotism of the women of the United States. 

I well remember when I enlisted at the outhrenk of the Span
ish War and wired my mother I had enlisted that she sent 
back ia telegram, " Hope your organization will not be called, 
but I am with you." [Applause.] And speaking of women, 
my great-great-great-grandmother ran the family pewter spoons 
thr-0ugh a bullet mold in order to help her husband establish 
a country which would be good enough for the parents of the 
gentleman from Minnesota to live in, and I expect to be one 
of those who are going to hand down that same kind of a 
country to his children, in spite of his efforts and the efforts 
of others similarly disposea. In other words, I believe in l\nain
taining an army not particularly for police purposes-the 
States should be able to take care of that- but for the national 
defen~e. • 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. V A.'lLE. I wlll. 
Mr. BLANTON. From the literature we have been getting 

lately with the gentleman's picture on it, I have been rather 
inclined to the belief that the gentleman is uow influenced by 
some female sentiment in the country that would be against 
manning the Army. [Laughter.] 

Mr. V .AILE. I do not think tbere will be any difficulty in 
manning the Army when the time comes. But I want some 
trained men in it at that time. Since the gentleman has risen, 
I would like to answer a question which he has been pro
pounding to Members with a great rhetorical flourish. It came 
up during the debate on the enlistment of young men under 21 
years of age. The gentleman several times rose and said, 
"Would any of you want your sons to enlist in the Army under 
the age of 21? " 

Mr. BLANTON. In peace time. 
Mr. VAILE. In peace time. And because he does not get 

435 men to jump up and say they would, he thinks he has scored 
a great triumph. 

Mr. BLANTON. I do not get any of them to do it. 
Mr. VAILE. Very well; you are going to get one right now. 
Mr. HOW ARD of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr: VAILE. No; I am going to answer this question in my 

own way. The question has been put here half a dozen times. 
In the first place, I want to say it is not a fair question. If 
the gentleman should say to the membership of the House, 
Would any one ot you want your son to be a hod carrier, and 
fail to get a response, and then say, "a:'hat Droves that the bus1" 
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ness of a· hod carrier is a dishonest business or an indecent 
business," it would be misleading. The reason, of eou11se, is 
entirely different. It means that while the business of a hod 
carrier is a decent and an lionorable business, the Members of 
this House hope that possibly their sons may follow some pro
fession a trifle higher. It is not that that profession is not all 
right. Under ordinary circumstanees I would not want my son 
to enlist in the Army in time' of pe~e, but it is not because the 
Army is not a splendid training school. I believe it is. I have 
been in the Army myself. 

The CHAiill1AN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. VAILE. l\Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 

proceed for five minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Col-01mdo asks unani

mous consent to proceed for five additional minutes. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WATKINS. ~Ir. Chairman, I want to submit to the 
House an observation or two in support of the amendment of 
the gentleman from Nebraska, andi in doing so submit the esti
mate submitted by the Budget. 

The CILURMAN. The gentleman from Colorado has asked 
to proceed for five additianal minutes. 

Mr. WATKINS. Pardon me; I did not understand that. 
Mr. VAILEJ. Now, I have not a son 18 years old. The gen

tleman from Texas [Mr. BI1ANTON] will claim that as a great 
triumph. If ke does not :find every man in the House here with 
a son of precisely that age, he immediately thinks he has scored 
a great triumph. 

M'I.'. BLANT©N. No; I did not expect the gentleman to bave 
one~ 

Mr. VAILE. I have a son who will be 18 in 12 years. 
Mr. HOW ARD of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yield at this 

time? 
!fr. VAILE. No; I will not yield at this time if the ~ntle

man will ex-cuse me. The gentleman will have plenty of oppor
tunity to answer me latel'. 

Now, I would' rather that my son would not be in the Navy 
or in the Army at 18, but it is not because I do not regard the 
. Army or the Navy as a splendid place. It is because I hope 
he can do something perhaps a little-well, I will say more 
lucrative. 1 do not believe I ca-re to have him be a Member of 
Congress, because I want him to do something that will enable 
him to. support his family. [Laughter.] If he could be a 
dbctor or a lawyer or even an editor, it might be a little better 
for him than if he was in the Regular Army. 

Mr. BLANTON. If the gentleman will permit, I might sug
gest being a plasterer, because they are now getting $14 a day 
for six days and only wer-Jting five da:ys. 

Mr. VAILE. Tliat is an excellent suggestion. I think I will 
convey that to my boy when he g€ts that r.ge. Probably plas
terers' wages will then be still higher. [Laughter.] 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 
The gentleman from Texas has a couple of sons. I wonder if 
he would want to make plasterers of. them. rLaughter.] 

Mr. VAILE. Now, gentlemen, let me make this additional 
statement. I was in the Armiy as a private in time of war, but 
I never saw action and I never smelled· enemy powder. So I 
suppose that my experience is fairly comparable with that of a 
man in an Army cantonment in time of peace. 

I want to say that while the boys in my organization, my 
fellow privates and noncommissioned officers, were not saints, 
they were mighty decent young fellows. I was an officer in 
time of peace, but under mobilization conditions, on the Mexican 
border, and the men in my organization r would put up against 
any group of men of similar nu:mbers and similar general social 
conditions anywhere in the United States. I have been com
mander of a post of Spanish-American \Var veterans, mainly 
composed of ex-Regulars, and I would put those men, for 
decency and sobriety and general goodness and merit, up against 
any group of equal numbers anywhere, and I would not except 
the church of the gentleman from Minnesota. [Applause•] I 
have helped those men find employment, and I kn-0w that em
ployers are glad to have them, because the Regular Army 
teaches discipline and fidelity to duty and habits· of promptness 
and accuracy and honor. I must say I thoroughly resent the 
spirit which seems to be growing in the discussions on this sub
ject that the Army is an army of ruffians or blackguards or 
drunkards or libertines, and I am reminded of Kipling's-

We ain't no thin red heroes, 
And we ain't no blackguards, too ; 
But single men in bacracks, 
Most remarkably like you. 

Like all of you, gentlemen. 
Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yield now? 
Mr. :v AILE. x es. 

Ml'. H©W .Al.RD of Nebraska. Did the gentleman know tlmt 
tlie gentleman from Minnesota is now absent? 

Ur. VAILE. Well, I have not attacked the gentleman. from 
~Ilnnesota very severely. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Have not attacked hlm? If 
you had attacked me in the way you did him, I apprehend our 
positions would not be the same as they are at this moment. 
[Laughter:] 

Mr. VAILE. The gentlem,m will have an opvortunity to 
reply. 

Mr. HOW .ARD· of Nebraska. You deliberately stated that the 
gentleman from :r~nnnesotu was practically trying to ruin this 
country of yours and. min~. 

Mr. VAILE. I stated that the gentleman from Minnesota was 
trying to cut our Army in half, and 1 insist that the effect of 
that would be to ruin this country of yours and mine. 

Mr. HOW ARD of Nebraska. Ah, but that is n-0t the way you 
put it in reference to the matter. He is not here now and he is 
a mild-mannered man, and so am I. 

Mr. VAILE. And so am L 
l\Ir. HOW ARD of Nebraska. But before we go any further 

it does seem to me that while y-0u are resenting· the action with 
reference to men who are decrying the Army-I do not kuow who 
they are, I have n.ot heard anyb0dy here clem·ying the Army~! 
have heard a lot of my militaristic mad :friends defending the 
Army from some fancied insults, and yet I have never heard 
the insults on the> floor. 

Mr. VAILE. I did not yiel<l for a spee<lh. If the gentleman 
had kept his ears open he would have heard it. 

The CHAIR1\1A:N. Tke time of the gentleman frem Col-0rad-0 
has expired. 

Mr. HOW ARD of Nebraska. Mr. Cha1rman, I move to strike 
out something. [Applause.] 

::\.fr. VAILE. Make it the Army. That will be in accordanee 
with the gentlemaa's position. 

1\!r. HILL of Maryland. Mr; Cha~man, I desire to offer an 
amendment. 

The CHAIJll\fAJ..~. The gentleman from. Neb.raska is recog,
nized for five minutes . 

A.fr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman and gentleman, 
I am forced to make a. comparison between the mild-mannered 
brother from Minnesota: who is not here to defend himself and 
the gentleman f:i::om Colorado. 

I g-0 at it with a good deal of trembling, and yet I apprehend 
if the gentleman from Minnesota was here this afternoon he 
would look over his record in a legislative way and then ex
amine closely the legislative recoi·d of the brother who has 
denoonced hlm, and he· migbt say this: " My brother, I think 
there may be a stdking difference between you and me in our 
legislative ideals, but after all," iJ.1 the: language of Jim Glib~ 
berson, the horse trader, he would say, " if there: is a difference 
between us it is aboat the same." [Laughter.]. And then he 
would say, "As I see the difference, I am the advocate of a 
reduction of the standing Airmy of my counti·y,. whereas the 
on.liy reduetion I have ever known the gentleman from Colorado 
to advoeate was a reduction in the populatien generally." 
[Lwughter.] 

l\fr; HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I offer a substitute 
for the amendment of the gentleman from Neb11aska. 

Mlr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I make the p0int 
oi 01·der that there is an amendment pending and a pro form.a 
amendment to that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. All debate is exhausted. Without ob
jection,. the pro forma amendment is withdrawn and the ques
tion is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ne
braska.. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I offer a substitute 
for the amern:lment of the gcentleman from Nebraska. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
.Amendment offered as a substitute for the amendment of Mr. 

How ARD o'f Nebraska: Page 70, line 22, after the word "training," 
strike out the figures "$1,638,600" and insert in lieu thereof the 
following-: "$1,837,936." 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I entirely agree 
with the amendment offered by the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. HowABo], and it is a further move in the right d irection. 
That amendment is. intended to obtain a closer approximation 
of the training in the coming fiscal year for the 15-day period 
of a part of the 63,000 out of the 80,000 reserve officers attached 
to the technical unit. I only offer a. substitute because I 
think we have a greater chance of having it adopted, since it 
is based on the War Department's estimate. The substitute I 
offer is based on the figures of the War Department in their 
original request for 14,151 officers to be trained during the com
ing summer instead of 12,615 officers as planned by the present 



5112 OONGR.ERSION AL RECORD-HOUSE. lHAilCII 27, 

bill. I am for training 21,000, but I wish to call attention to 
the fact that this cut from 14,000 to 12,000 was not made by 
the Subcommittee of the Approp1·iations Committee. It was 
made by the Budget. I would be glad to yield to the gentle
man from Nel>raska. 

1\Ir. HOWARD of Kebraska. I do not ·want to ask a que::;
ti011, l>ut I will rn::ike a statement. I um entirely ::;atistied '"ith 
the figures presented b~· tile gentleman from }faryland. I 
sim11ly introduC'ecl my amendment us au expression of my 
sentiment. If I can get it ::;tarted upward, even for only a 
dollar, toward tho training of these officer·s, I shall ha•e 
accomplished something in tl1e line of my vrinciple which 
call::; for the training of officPrs, where we have such a large 
standing army. If I had the priYilege I would accept the 
amendment of tlie gentleman from )Jarylancl. · 

The CHAIRMAN'. The gentleman can withrlrnw his amend
ment by unanimous consent. 

l\fr. HO,VAUD of Nebraska. I ask rnwnimou~ consent to 
withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN'. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
l\Ir. HILL of Maryland. I would like to see 21,000 officers 

trained, and, as I said before, I think it is uecessary. I hope 
you will adopt the increase called for by the proposed amend
ment. Now, l\Ir. Chairman, I offer my amentlment. 

Tlie Clerk again reported the amendment. 
Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Chairman, in support of the amendment 

I want to submit this observation to the committee. I believe 
that it was during the World War wherein it wa:'4 tli::>closed that 
26 per cent of the young men of this country were defecti\'e 
physically and unfit for military service. That was largely 
due to lack of physical deYelopment. It seems to me that one 
of the best investments the Government can make is to train 
young men of this country physically so that they can make 
better citizens, and consequently, if war comes, l>etter soldiers. 
The War Department asked for $3,632,777.87 more than the com
mittee has recommended. Not only that, but the appropriation 
bill for the fiscal year of 1924 carried $16,2~4.267.87 more than 
this 011e. It seems to me, therefore. iu ,·iew of t11e results that 
we l1ave ha<l from the Ile::;erve Offkers' Traiuing- Corps through
out tile United States, that we can <'ertai11ly in;:;ert here and 
now the sum that the \Vat· Department bus recommended by 
adopting the amendment offerecl by the gentleman from :Mary
la11d i :\lr. H1LL l. I hope the committee will adopt the amend
ment. 

Mr. OONNEHY. Will th~ gentleman yield'? 
Mr. WATKINS. Yes. 
l\lr. CONNI-OitY. Does the gentleman think that the amend

ment offered by the gentleman from ~ebraska [:\Ir. HowAUD] 
:was the better one if we coul<l get it through? 

l\lr. WATKINS. I heartily approve of the Howard amend
ment, but I thought that the committee would rnte it down 
for there are no estimate::; to support it; ou the eoutrary, there 
are figures to support the amendment of the gentleman from 
1\laryland [l\1r. H1LL]. I believe that the records of the late 
war furnish figures warranting the amendment of the gentle
mat1 from Nebraska [Mr. HowARD] and I would prefer that; 
but as a practical man, when I can not get what I want, I take 
the next best thing. 

l\fr. OON~'EilY. I wish to state to the gentleman that I am 
heartily in favor of the amendment of the gentleman from 
:Neuraska. 

Mr. ANTHONY. l\lr. Chairman, I fear that the gentleman 
from Oregon [Mr. WATKINS] in making the statement that this 
bill carries $16,1100,000 less than the current year. sought to con
vey the idea that there was lji16,000,000 less in it for military 
purposes. 

l\lr. WATKINS. No; I quoted the figures here-$3,632,000. I 
think that is true, is it not? 

l\lr. AN'rHOl\TY. It is not true. 
l\fr. WATKINS. Is it not less than the War J?epartment 

asketl for? 
Mr. ANTHONY. While the bill carried $16,000,000 less in the 

total, it carries over $3,000,000 more for military purposes, anu 
practically all of the training items in which the gentleman is 
interested have been very largely increased over the amounts 
carried for the current year. 

l\Ir. WATKINS. On page 19 of the report, last column, it 
states that the Budget recommended $3,000,000 more, as I read 
it, than the committee has given. That is, there is a minus 
sign in front of the $3,000,000. I think that this bill carries 
$3,000,000 less than the Budget asked for. I may be wrong in 
my diagnosis of the figures, but that is the way I interpret them. 

:\Ir. A.XTIIOXY. The gentleman \\·as discussing the figure for 
the current ~rear. 

~fr. \YATKIN8. Yes. 
1\fr. fu.\THO:NY. But the situation is as I tell him, that for 

purf'l,\' military lmrposes this bill carries $3,000,000 more for the 
uext fi::K·hl ~·enl' titan was carl'ie(l for the current year. 

l\fr. WATKINS. How much more or less does this bill carry 
for the Resene Officers' Training Corps and that work than 
last year? 

~Il'. A~THO~Y. It carries a little over $1,000,000 more. 
l\Ir. WATKL ·::;. And how much more or less does it carrv 

than the War Department wantecl '? · • 
i\fr. ANTHONY. Only $50,000 less than the Budget estimate, 

which is the figure that the War IJepartment wants. The gen
tleman rnust kilo'" that in making up appropriations there are 
all kilHl:-; of eHtimates that al'e originally matle in reference to 
the appropriation:-:;. ~\..committee of the General Staff may make 
up one estimate. 

The officer iu charge of the <livision will make up another. 
They are all boiled down before they finally come to the Bureau 
of the Budget, aucl it can safely be said that the fig-ure which 
come::; to the committee from the Bureau of the Budget rep
resents the amount which is asked for by the War Department, 
because tlte Buug·et itself, which makes up these estimates, i.· 
corupose(l entirely of military officer::;. 

l\Ir. WA.TKIXS. I understood that the War Department 
asked for $1,837,000 for this work? 

l\lr. A,.~THO:NY. That was their original figure; yes. 
l\1r. W ATKIKS. So that that ,,·ould be nearly $200,000 more 

instea <1 of $50,000. I understood the gentleman to say $50,000 
less'? 

)fr. A .... ~TIIONY. The gentleman is discussing one of the 
preliminary estimates of the War Department. Of course it 
is impossible to satisfy all of the interests that are concerned 
in appropriations of this kind. The Reserve Officers' Associa
tion, which made proba!Jly the first recomruendation to the 
\Va1· Devartment, wanted $6,000,000 for this purpose. The 
War Department itself defended the appropriations before the 
conuuittef' tlini :ll'C ai;;kc<l for by tile Budget, anct which we 
hiwe gi,·en, ex('ept one which was shaved $50,000. 

Mr. W .ATKINS. Does not the gentleman think that it wouhl 
be a goo<l inYestment from tlle stan<lpoint of citizenship and 
future soldie1·s for UK to increase this sum ·1 

~fr. AXTHOXY. I feel sure that the gentleman 1vants the 
money that i:::; appropriated for the training of theKe reserYe 
officers pi'ofitably expended. 

l\lr. W ATKIXS. I do. 
Mr . .ANTHO.XY. I think there is a limit to which we cun 

go in the number of reserve officers that we can profitably train. 
We could order Ull the full uumlJer if Congress saw fit to 
appropriate the money, but all that we could do with them would 
be to crowd them into camps ancl giYe them a series of lectures 
by Regular Army officers. It woulu be impossible to handle 
tltem in a way in which the training would do them any good, 
in my opinion. I think that we ought to approach this matter 
gradually. We are increasing the appropriation 100 per ceut 
each year, and I think \Ve ought to approach it gradually so 
that the training which we giYe these men may be efficient. If 
Congress ove1·cloes it by appropriating too much money, it would 
simpl~- mean that the Army would not be able to digest the 
men that we would have on hand. 

1\Ir. WATKINS. The gentleman would say, then, that the 
War Department was wrong in asking for more than the 
committee has given? 

The OHAIR.MAN. The time of the gentleman from Kansas 
has expired. 

1\fr. WATKINS. l\Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the time of the gentleman from Kansas be f'xtended for 
one minute. 

The UHAIRl\IAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. ANTHONY. I would not say that the War Department 

was wrong, but, as I explained before, all of the original esti
mates that concern every item in this bill vary from the 
estimate that finally comes to us from the Budget. 

l\lr. BLANTON. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. 
l\lr. BLANTON. Does the gentleman's experience not con

vince him that these bureau chiefs llave learned to ask of the 
committee much more than they really need on most all 
occasions? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think always that the bureau chief asks 
originally for more than he hopes to get. 
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Mr. HILL of Alabama. Will the gentleman yield? 
.Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. 
Mr. HILL of Alabama. What was the I'eason that actuated 

the committee in cutting do""rn the Budget estimate $50,000? 
Mr. ANTHONY. That was the estimate for divisional and 

regimental headquarters. For the current year that expendi
ture was limited to $60,000. This year it is limited to $100,000, 
so that the bill carries an increase of $40,000, practically 80. 
per cent of the appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kansas 
has again expired. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the snb
committee I am very much in favor of the proposition to 
increase the appropriation for this purpose. [Applause.] I 
think that appropriations ought always to be sufficient to effec
tuate the purpose for which the appropriations are made. 
Making an appropriation that would simply give these reserve 
officers training 15 days in five years is so insufficient that it 
seems to me we had bett-€r save our money and not make any 
appropriation at all. 

Mr. BOYCE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. HARRISON. I will. 
Mr. BOYCE. Will the gentleman please inform the mem

bers of the committee how we are to meet t'he overwhe1ming 
nation-wide demand for economy and go on continuing the 
appropriations beyond the Budget? 

l\fr. HARRISON. I would cut out appropriations for a great 
many of these overhead expenses. 

Mr. WATKINS. If the gentleman will permit, if th~ gen
tleman :from Delaware was here the other day he had a chance 
to ha-ve us do that by cutting out these exorbitant, outrageous 
prices paid to auctioneers--

Mr. BOYCE. I voted to assist in tbat. 
Mr. WATKINS. In some instances it is penny wise and 

pound foolish. 
Mr. ANTHONY. These fees do not come out of the Army 

appropriation, they do not figure in this apPTopriation at all. 
l\Ir. HARRISON. As the gentleman from Delaware has 

said, we are all desirous of economy, but how is it economy 
to make an appropriation that does not accomplish the object 
.of the appropriation. If the object is worthy, the appropria
tion should be adequate; if not, none should be made. 

Mr. DICKINSON -0f Iowa. Would the gentleman contend 
it was economy if the Army officers tell us that they are not 
1n a position to expend this money to aid in the training of 
~fficers? 

1\1r. HARRISON. I do not see why the officers can not 
aid in such training. The amendment is what rthe War De
partment asked. 

Mr. DICKINSON <J.f lgwa. They told the gentleman why; 
"the hearings will tell the gentleman why. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think officers of the .Army can always 'find 
excuse f~r not doing what they do not want to do? [Applause.] 
d'ust one more word and I will close. It does seem to me that 
lf we are going to economize on this proposition we ought to 
. strike out the appropriation altogether, because I do not 
'believe an appropriation to train men for 15 days in five years 
amounts to anything. It is keeping the word of promise to 
the ear but breaking it to the hope. If we are going to do 
something along this training business we ought to appro,p,riate I 
enough money to see that it amounts to something. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HARRISON. I will. 
Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman explain the $150,000 

ltem to which the gentleman from Nebraska called attention? 
l\fr. HARRISON. The gentleman means the remount sta

tion. I can simply say the remount station has been of the 
greatest benefit in the .Army appropriation bill for the last 
20 years. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chafrman, I run in favor of having an 
Army as efficient as it is possible to have it. I am .also in favor 
of decent economy in Government expenditures. We are 
charged with a great responsibility here. Everybody is over
loaded with taxes. Everybody all over the United States is 
demanding greater economy and a reduction of taxes, and _yet 
everybody is demanding increased appropriations at the same 
time. Now you can not do all these things everybody wants. 
'You can not please them, but what we ought to do is to 
l;ee that no money is squan<'.lerea. We nave $100,000 in this 
item. It was $60,000 for the current year. Nobody has com- · 
plained it was not adequate. Nobody can claim that $!00,'000 
is not enough. Now wb,y should we increase that to $200,000 
or any other sum. 1 hope the House will help the committee 
tlo what obviously ought to be done, to give a decent appro
priation commensurate with the finances of the country. That 

is what we are trying to do; we aTe not trying to skimp where 
expenditure is needed. We are not trying to expend where 
expendltuTe is unnecessary. If there is any place in the cate
gory of expenditures where we can afford to economize this 1s 
the item and we ought to economize on this item. 

Mr. JEFFERS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MADDEN. :r will. 
Mr. JEFFERS. The gentleman mentioned the fact that last 

year for this purpose we had '$60,000. 
Mr. MADDEN. This year. 
Mr. JEFFERS. This year, and the bill provides for $100,000, 

and we are trying to increase it to $200,000. 
Mr. MADDEN. That is what I understand. 
Mr. JEFFERS. I believe the gentleman ls talking about 

another item. We are not yet on that proposition. 
Mr. ANTHONY. The gentleman, I think, is referring to the 

item of divisional and regimental headquarters, which I dis
cussed with him. 

l\1r. MADDEN. This other item ought not to be increased. 
All the money that ought to be expended for the training of 
reserve officers is in the bill. I hope, whatever amendment may 
be pending, it will not prevail [Laughter and applause.] 

The CHAIRl\lAN. The question is on agreeing to the ame-nd· 
men't offered by the gentleman from Mru::yland [Mr. HILL]. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a divi
sion. 

The CHAIRMAN. A division is demanded by the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

The committee divided; and there were-ayes 31, noes 37. 
l\fr. JEFFERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask for tellers. 
The CHAIRMAN. Tellers aTe demanded. Those who favor 

the taking of this vote by tellers will rise. and stand until they 
are co1mted. [After counting.] On'ly 18 gentlemen have arisen
not a sufficient number. Tellers are denied. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 

offered by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. '.HOWARD]. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment Nrered by Mr. EIOWARD of Nebraska: Page 70, line 25, 

after the :word "law," strike out the .ti.gw;es "'$400;666 " and insert, in 
lieu thereof, the fo1'lowing: "$800,4~6." 

Mr. EDWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, the substitute 
of the gentleman from Maryland to that amendment of mine 
was lost, was it not? , 

The CHAIRMAN. It was. 
Mr. HOW.A.RD of Nebraska. I do not want to -embarrass the 

committee. I 'Withdraw all these amendments. I have put the 
principle before rthe House, and it has been rejected. 

The OH.A.I.Rl\:IAN. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Nebraska is withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
NA~ONAL BOARD D'OR PR.OMOT.ION 01!' RIJJ'ILE PJlACTIC'J> • 

QUART.l!lRM.4.ST.lilR SUPPLIES A.ND SERVICES .F0R RJJ!'Lll RANGES ·FOR CIVlLIAN 

INSTRUCTIONS. 

To establish n.nd maintain 1ndoor and outdoor irifie ranges for the use 
of all able-bodied males capable of bearing arms, under reasonable 
regnla.tions to be prescribed by the National Bo.a-rd for the Promotion 
of Rifle Practice and approved by the Secretary o! War; for thee employ
ment ·of labor :in connection with the establishment of outdoo1' .and 
indoor rifie raxrges, including labor in operating targets ; for the em
ploymen.t Clf instructors ; for clerical servic~ ; for badges and other 
Jnsignia.; for the transportation o!. emp:ioyees, instructors, and civilians 
to engage in practice; for the purchase of materials, supplies, and 
services ; and for expenses incidental to instruction of citizens of the 
United States in marksmanship and their participation in national and 
international matches, to be expended under the direction of the Secre
tary of War and to .remain available until expended, $89,900! P·rovide<l, 
t;rhat out of this appropriation theTe maw be expended :not to exceed 
$80,000 for the payment of transpo-rtatlon, for supplying meals, or 
furnishing commutation at subsistence of civilian rl..fie teams auih.onized 
by tbe Sear.etaxy of War to participate in the national matches. 

l\fr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, l .reserve a point of order on 
the paragraph. 

Mr . .JOHNSON of Kentuc1.7 .rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky is recog-

nized. · 
l\Ir. "BLANTON. The gentleman wil1 excuse me. 
'.Mr. J'O'IINSON of Kentucky. M:r. Chairman, I make a point 

of order on the paragraph for the reason that it contains a 
number of items Which are legislative in their character and 
are not authorized on an appropriation bUL 

• 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky wish 

to indicate to the Chair the point? 
l\lr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yes. I was going to do that, 

Mr. Chairman. 
l\Ir. ANTHONY. When the gentleman has finished his points 

I would like to have a minute. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. l\Ir. Chairman, have you the 

national defense act before you? 
The CHAIRMAN. Yes; I have the national defense act be

fore me. 
1\Ir. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I invite your attention to sec· 

tion 113. 
Now, then, Mr. Chairman, I wish the Chair to read section 

113 for the purpose of seeing what is authorized, and then read 
page 78 of the bill and see what is undertaken to be given under 
the bill. 

In the first place the act provides for shooting galleries and 
other places for target practice which have been established or 
may hereafter be established with funds provided in whole or· 
in part by Congress. The bill, on page 78, provides for shooting 
galleries and places of practice regardless of how. they are 
established. 

Under the bill funds may be expended for operatiµg shooting 
galleries and places for rifle practice, no matter when or by 
whom established. The law limits the funds to be expended 
only to those that have been established in whole or in part 
under provisions heretofore provided by Congress. In addi
tion to that, the bill authorizes rules and regulations to l.Je 
prescribed by the National Board for Promotion of Rifle Prac
tice. There is nothing of that kind authorized in the act. 

T·he CHAIRMAN. What interpretation does the gentleman 
give to that phrase "under reasonable regulations to be pre
scribed by the controlling authority and approved by the 
Secretary of War"? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. The controlling authority is 
not to be determined by the draftsmen of this bill by writing 
the naine of a particular organization in it. If that name 
can be written into the bill the na'l:.ne of any other organization 
may just as appropriately be written in. They must confine their 
language to that of the act. Again, the bill carries an appro
priation of $89,900 with which to do certain things; and, 
under that language, they can buy guns and ammunition, 
whereas the act itself provides that the Secretary of War 
shall be authorized to provide for the issue of a reasonable 
number of standard military rifles and such quantities of 
ammunition as may be available for use in conducting such 
practice. , 

Then, in addition to that, provision is made for the payment 
of the transportation of persons to international matches. In 
addition to that, it is provided that this money may remain 
available until expended. Then there is a proviso which says: 

That out of this appropriation there may be expended not to exceed 
$80,000 for the payment of transportation, for supplying meals, or fur
nishing commutation of subsistence of civilian rifle teams authorized 
by the Secretary of War to participate in the national matches. 

That is a negative way of permitting an expense which the 
law does not authorize. 

Those are several of the items to which I raise the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas wish to 
be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. Mr. Chairman, I think the language 
of the national defense act, the section just quoted by the gen
tleman from KentuckY, gives the widest possible authority for 
the encouragement of national rifle practice, and the language 
there is: 

Under reasornable regulations to be prescribed by the contr-0lling au
thorities and approved by the Secretary of War. 

Now, the controlling authorities are the National Board for 
the Promotion of Rifle Practice, and the Secretary of War ap
proves their recommendations. 

I also want to call the Chair's attention to the fact that the 
proviso in this paragraph authorizing the expenditure of-

Not to exceed $80,000 for the payment of transportation, for supply
ing meals, or furnishing c-0mmutation of subsistence of civilian rifle 
teams authorized by the Secretary of War to participate in the national 
matches-

Has been held in order previously, and the ruling can be found 
on page 2615 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, third session of the 
Sixty-sixth Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not so much bothered about 
the proviso as about certain other provisions. 

• 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, there is no question whatever 
but what the feature pertaining to international rifle matches is 
subject to the point of order. That is legislation. We have 
never authorized the War Department or any controlling au
thority to send rifle teams-wholly disconnected from the War 
Department in instances-across the water to European rifle 
matches. That is carrying the matter entirely too far. Wlleu 

. we want to compete with them we will do it on the battle field 
and not at these friendly rifle matches. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I want to invite 
the Chair's attention to some other matters. This bill provides 
for the employment of clerical services. The Book of Esti
mates has been transmitted by the War Department to the 
Speaker of this House and is now officially before the House. 
That Book of Estimates shows tr - t they intend to expend a 
part of this money for the purpose of employing 18 clerks; and 
the Chair must take official notice of unauthorized appropria
tions. 

Then, Mr. Chairman, again, in this bill there is a provision 
for the purchase of badges and other insignia. That language 
is to be found at line 12. 

· This section is so full of unauthorized stuff that one can just 
keep on mentioning item after item~ but there a.re several pro
visions which stand out glaringly. 

There is the provision making the funds available until 
expended ; there is the proyision for buying badges and in
signia and for employing clerks. Under it they can buy gun:::; 
and ammunition, wllen the law proviues, under section 113, 
that the S.ecretary of War shall be authorized to provide for 
"the issue of a reasonable number of standard military rifiei;; 
and such quantities of ammunition as may be available for use 
in conducting such rifle practice." Such as is available. That 
is the only legal provision by which to get ammunition; and 
last year, acting under that authority, the Secretary of War 
issued to this shooting-match concern approximately a quarter 
of a million dollnrs' worth of arr.:::!rnnltion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls the attention of the gentle
man from Kentucky to the first part of section 113 of the 
national defense act: 

The Secretary of War shall annually submit to Congr0ss recom· 
mendations and estimates for the establishment and maintenance of 
indoor and outdoor rifle ranges, under such a comprehensive plan 
as will ultimately result in providing adequate facilities for rifle 
practice in all sections of the country. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Now, reau the uext sentence. 
The CHAIRMAN (reading)-
And that all ranges so established and nll ranges which may have 

already been constructed, in whole or in part, with funds provided by 
Congress shall be open for use by those in any branch of the military 
or naval service of the United States and by all able-bodied males 
capable of bearing arms, under reasonable regulations to be prescribed 
by the controlling authorities and approved by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. J'OHNSON of Kentucky. Now then, l\Ir. Chairman, the 
next clause in this bill provides for the purchase of badges, 
and last year that was stricken out on a point of order ; but 
this year they have not only placed that item in this section 
of the bill but they have placed it in the next one also. There 
are a half dozen things making it subject to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Kansas give 
heed? Of the many points called to the attention of the Chair 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. JOHNSON], I do not 
know that the Chair can find anything in this section of the 
act that authorizes the item "for the employment of instruc
tors." The Chair is not able to find at this moment author
ization for tbe purchase of badges nnd other insignia or foL' 
participation in international rifle matches. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. If the Chair will pardon an 
interruption there, and I know the gentleman from Kansas will 
indulge me, in reference to instructors, provision is made for 
that without pay as the original act provides that "the Presi
dent is authorized to detail capable officers and noncom
missioned officers of the Regular Army and National Guard 
to such ranges as instructors," yet the bill proposes to pay for 
instructors. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course, if authorized to employ in
structors outside, it does not matter that another provision 
provides for other instructors to be detailed from the Army 
itself. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yes; but I do not find any 
provision authorizing it. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is what the Chair was asking for. 
Is the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANTHONY] able to supply 
the authorization for the three items mentioned by the Chair, 
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the instructors, badges, and other insignia, and for participa
tion in international matches? 

l\Ir. ANTHONY. If the Chair will permit, I think under the 
broad language, encouragement of rifle matches, there is author
ity in that paragraph for the \videst range of activities in con
nection with such work. It is about as broad a paragraph 
conYeying authority as I have ever seen in an act. 

l\Ir. JOHNSON of Kentucky. And, under that mistaken be
lief, nearly everything imaginable has been written into the 
paragraph, most of it unauthorized. 

l\Ir. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, may I suggest to 
the gentleman from Kansas and the gentleman from Kentucky 
that if we would rise now, the matter could be settled by the 
time we meet to-morrow morning? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to have some more 
information about the law. 

lUr. GARNER of Texas. I saw the Ohair was in great trouble 
and I thought I would suggest a remedy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is endeavoring to find out what 
the law is and to :find out what is authorized and what is not. 

l\lr. HOW ARD of Nebraska. l\Ir. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman withhold his request 

just a moment until the Ohair straightens out this matter? 
l\fr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I think the suggestion of the 

gentleman from '.re:xas [Mr. GARNER] is a good one, that the 
committee rise at this time and resume this matter in the morn
ing. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and Mr. MADDEN having 

taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. TILSON, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the 
bill H. R. 7877, the War Department appropriation bill, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 

'VELLER, for five days, on account of important business. 
WAR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Speaker, at the request of many con
stituents I have introduced two bills of interest and importance, 
two separate bills for substantial appropriations out of the Fed
eral 'Treasury to permanently recognize two parks, one at the 
battle field of Pea Ridge, the other at Prairie Grove, Ark. These 
were two of the most important battles west of the Mississippi, 
and while the Government has expended many millions on other 
battle fields and parks, it has done nothing for these places. 

Tlle battle of Prairie Grove was fought on December 7, 1862, 
between the Confederates under General Hindman and the 
Federals under Generals F. J. Herron and J. G. Blunt. Early on 
the day of battle Hindman with 11,000 men moved against Her
ron; the Confederate cavalry first had the advantage, gallantly 
driving the Union forces. Herron's entire force then came up, 
and Blunt hastened to Herron's aid. The Federals were supe
rior in numbers and equipment. The battle lasted the greater 
part of the day. · The Confederates fought bravely, as they 
always did, but finally retreated. The losses on both sides ex
ceeded 2,400. 

On March 6-8, 1862, the severe and bloody Battle of Pea 
Ridge or Elk Horn Tavern was fought, Gen. S. R. Curtis com
manding the Union forces and Gen. Earl Van Dorn commanding 
the Confederates. The casualties on both sides were heavy. I 
had relatives on the side of the South in both battles, and per
sonally knew many of the brave men and officers participating 
in these bloody encounters. They fought well and came borne 
after the war and honored themselves and their country in 
peace as they had in war. 

I believe this great Government should recognize the brave 
men who fought on either side in these great battles by build
ing a suitable monument, say a statue of Peace, or some appro
priate memorial, and ·should permanently improve, beautify, 
enlarge if desirable, acquire more acreage, and establish and 
help by annual appropriations to keep in repair and care for 
these parks as the Government is doing in many other places. 

I have asked that the proposed park at Pea Ridge be named 
the Peel National Park, for Col. Samuel W. Peel, once a mem
ber of this House from the third district and chairman of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. He is now spending the evening 
of his long and useful life at Bentonville, not far from this 
historic battle field, is over 92 years of age, and is deservedly 
the best-loved man in the district. He has traveled the long, 
long trail without discredit; he has played the great game of 
life with courage and fidelity. · -

His life. bas been gentle, and the elements 
So mixed in him that Nature might stand up 
And say to all the world : " This is a man:'' 

Colonel Peel has always given his best for his family, for his 
friends, and the public good, and I desire in this way and by 
these poor words while he is yet living to pay this chivalrous 
and faithful son of my district the compliment proposed in the 
bill to establish and maintain this park in his honor. 

CORRECTING THE RECORD. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, several hours 

ago I brought to the attention of Mr. Speaker GILLETT the fact 
that in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD containing the debates of 

· yesterday a part of the RECORD had been materially changed 
from the way in which it was actually spoken. I refer to the 
remarks of the gentleman from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA]. 
An hour or two ago I told him that when the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union rose, and we had 
gotten into the House, I would invite the attention of the 
Chair to his remarks for the purpose of having them comply 
with the stenographer's notes; in other words, just us the 
gentleman had spoken them. I do not wish to quibble about 
small matters, grammatical errors, if any may have occurred, 
or the smoothing out of sentences. . I propose to overlook ~hose; 
but there are two or three matters, and one in particular, which 
materially changes the substance of what was said, and I 
invite the attention of the Ohair to that, for the purpose of 
having it corrected. I have the remarks of the gentleman 
before me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. I think, under the -rules, if 
I may state to the gentleman from Kentucky--

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, would the gentleman be willing 
to let this go over until the gentleman from New York is 
present? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I stated to the Ohair a moment 
ago--

Mr. TILSON. The gentleman from New York is now here. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. I was going to say to the gen

tleman from Kentucky that under the rules motions to strike 
out and correct the RECORD usually come after the reading of 
the Journal in the morning. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Let us dispose of it now, the matter is 
so trivial. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I have here the 
reporter's _copy of the gentleman's remarks, and inasmuch as 
I have never participated in anything of this kind, I ask guid
ance of the Ohair as to how it is to be done. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The manual says: 
A motion or resolution :for the correction of the RECORD may be made 

properly after the reading and approval of the Journal, and is not 
in order pending the approval of the Journal but is privileged after 
that. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. There are many corrections in 
this report that are all right, but some which the gentleman 
has made are not. I made a request of him yesterday not to 
change the record in one particular matter, and I regret to 
say that he did not comply with that request, and I ask that 
the matter be corrected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the request of the 
gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. On page 426 of the Reporter's 
copy it reads as follows: 

Colonel Hunt may have been guilty of bad judgment. It was pointed 
out here that he permitted this prisoner to go without handcuffs, but 
all gentlemen know that if Colonel Hunt or any other Army officer 
would put handcuffs on a prisoner, there would be 20 or 30 gentlemen 
on the floor of this House protesting against the brutality of that 
officer. 

That has been changed to read: 
Colonel Hunt may have exercised bad judgment. It was pointed out 

here that he permitted this prisoner to go without handcuffs, but all 
gentlemen know that if Colonel Hunt or any other Army officer would 
put handcuffs on a prisoner " while on a train or traveling," there 
would be 20 or 30 gentlemen on the floor of this House protesting 
against the brutality of that officer. 

On page 427 of the reporter's notes the gentleman from New 
York is reported as having stated: 

After 30 years of service I think it is not fair, it is unjust, to brand 
an officer as a traitor because he was guilty of using bad judgment in 
a case with which be bad no personal cootact. 
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That has been changed to read as follows: 
After 30 yea.rs of service I think it is not fair, it is unjust, to brand 

an officer as a traitor because be was guilty of using bad judgment, 
and in the actual desertion be bad no personal contact with the pris
oner at the time. 

Mr. Speaker, I care nothing whatever about the other inter
lineations; I think the gentleman was entirely pardonable in 
making them. But I do ask that a correction be made as to 
these items I have referred to. I make the motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky 
moves to strike out the interlineations referred to in the re
porter's copy which he has just read. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. A parliamentary inquiry, l\!r. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Has the gentleman from Kentucky a 

right to inspect the manuscript of another's remarks where 
those remarks have not cast any reflection on the gentleman 
himself in any way? The rule in the l\1anual, section 903, at 
the bottom of the page, says : 

A Member is not entitled to inspect the reporter's notes of remarks 
which do not contain reflections on himself delivered by another 
Member and withheld for revision. 

l\lr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, this has been done 
many times. 

l\fr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. If the gentleman ·from Ohio 
[1\1r. LONGWORTH] will pardon me, I say that these remarks 
were not held for revision, because the gentleman did not have 
leave to revise. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But the remarks of Members are always 
revised. 

l\Ir. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, this is a question of 
the integrity of the proceedings of the House. As I under
stand it, if a gentleman has a right to revise and extend his 
remarks, then another gentleman can not have that copy of 
the stenographer's notes, because then he has a right to take 
them all out and put in new entirely, but this is a question of 
where the revision has been made without the permission of the 
House or of the committee, according to my understanding. 

Mr. TILSON. Does the gentleman understand that a Mem
ber has no right to revise his remarks where he does not 
change the substance and without adding· new material, that 
he has no right to revise the remarks without the special per
mission of the House? 

Mr. GA.UNER of Texas. I do not lmow what the· rules pro
vide; of course, the custom is to go ahead and revise your 
remarks where you do not change the substance of your state
ment. What the rules provide I do not know. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. But the substance is changed 
here. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
JOHNSON] says that the substance of what the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. LA.GU.All.DIA] said has been changed 'Emtirely. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Oh, that statement is absolutely untrue, 
and I will submit the stenographer's notes as to whether the 
substance has been changed. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I would not have any quarrel with 
the gentleman as to whether a statement made by the gentle
man from Kentucky is true or untrue, because the gentleman 
from Kentucky can take care of himself in that respect. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I think that would be true if the sub
stance was changed in a way which would put another Mem
ber who would ask a question, perhaps, in a false light, but 
where it is merely a change of two or three words, pethaps, 
to ndd -or detract from the force of the general statement, 
where it does not reflect in any way upon another Member, or 
change the purport of the debate, then the Member, as I under
stand it, has not overstepped the limits ot revision. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. But the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. LONGWORTH] must remember that -0ver my protest in con
versation with the gentleman from New York before this change 
,was made, and without his having leave to revise, he has quali
fied his statement for the purpose of making it as harmless as 
possible, when he had made a ve1·y broad statement. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, may I be heard upon this? 
I think I am somewhat concerned in it. The gentleman from 
Kentucky just stated that I made a change in revision to soften 
the statement I made originally. I say that I have done noth
ing of the kind, and the gentl~man knows that. I did not do 
a.nything of the k;ind. I ad<led those three words there, and I 
told tl;le gentleman this morning that I did it. 1 walked over to 
the desk and tolcl him tbat I did it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle
man yiehl? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Of course I yield. 

l\Ir. JOHNSON of Kentucky. The gentleman says that be 
walked over and told me nbout it. At that time I had not seen 
this RECORD, and my suspicions were a1'()used by the gentleman's 
having said what he did. I then sent down and got the -original 
manuscript, and after I saw that he had materially changed it, 
then I went to him and spoke to him about it and asked that 
he be here at this time for the :reason tbat I was going to 
make this motion. 

Hr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I leave it to my colleagues 
whether I have materially changed the Reporter's manuscript. 
As it i·ead originally it is as follows: 

It was pointed out here that he permitted this prisoner to go with
out bandcutrs ; but all gentlemen know that i! Colonel Hunt or any 
other Army officer would put handcuits on a prisoner-

And so forth. 
Tlien I .added tbe words : 
While on a train or traveling. 

Does that materially change it? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yes. 
l\1r. LAGU.AllDIA. Whether I said that at the time or not I 

do not know, but I stand by the stenographer's minutes. The 
other change is this, and it was absolutely necessary to qualify 
it. As it reads in the original copy it is as follows: 

After 3-0 years of se~vice, 1 think it is not fair, tt is unjust, to brand 
an officer as a traitor because he wae guilty C'f using bad judgment 
in a case with which he bad no personal contact. 

Now, that was all right in the argument, and I changed it 
this way. I struck out "in a case with which" and inserted 
the words "in the actual desertion he." .So that it read8, 
"And in the actual desertion he had no personal contact witl1 
the prisoner at the time." 

If that is a material change I run willing to submit to the 
judgment of my colleagues. 

l\fr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. That is a material change he
cause the officer about whom we were discussing had had 
actual contact. This changes the gentleman's statement to 
that effect. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Kentucky to strike cmt the cha.nget; 
indicated. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the noes 
appeared to have it. 

.Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I ask for a division. 
The House again divided ; and th.ere were-ayes 18, 

noes 30. · 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I want to chal

lenge the vote, an.d ask for tl1e yeas and nays and m.ake the 
point Of order that there is no quorum present. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. JUr. Speaker, I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from Ohio 
withhold his motion. a moment? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from Ohio has been recognized in the midst of a sentence co.m
ing from me. 

.Mr. LONGWORTH. I understood the gentleman from Ken
tucky to make the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentuoky 
challenges the vote and makes the point of order that there 
is no quorum present. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Whereupon the gentleman :from Ohio 
moved that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. -The Chair would ask the 
gentleman from Ohio to withhold his motion. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I wauld be glad to do so--
Mr. GARNER of Texas. The gentleman from Kentucky must 

withhold his point of no quorum, otherwise it will be impossible 
to transact any business. 

CONFERENCE REPORT~DEFIOIENCY. APPROPRIATION BILL. 

~he SPEAKER pro tern.pore. The Speaker pro tempore, act
ing in the dual capacity of th'€ chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations and as Presiding Officer, desires to file a con
ference report. He would like very much to file it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I will withhold it. 
Mr. HOW ARD of Nebraska. The gentleman from Kentucky 

might lose some of his rights. 
Tlle SPEAKER pro tempore. The CleEk will report the title 

of the bill. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 7449) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 

certain appropriations for the fiscal year enoing Jnne 30, 1!)24, and 
prior fisc~l years, and to provide supplementary ap1)ropriutions. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Ordered printed under the rule. 
l\Ir. .JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 

inquiry. 
l\'Ir. LONGWOR'.rH. Would the gentleman mind withhold

ing his point of no quorum in order that I might ask unani
mous consent to meet at 11 o'clock to-morrow? I ask unani
mous consent, Mr. Speaker, that when the House adjourns to
day it adjourn to meet at 11 o'clock to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Speaker--
Mr. HOW ARD of Nebraska. l\lr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentu~ky. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 

inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr . .TOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask 

what the status of this matter will be to-morrow morning? 
'l'lie SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be the first business in 

order, ns the Chair understands it, to-morrow morning, if the 
gentleman from Kentucky cal1s it up. 

ADJOURNMl'~NT. 

l\Jr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 15 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
March 28, 1924, at 12 o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
418. Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a communication from the 

President of the United States, transmitting a draft of pro
posed legislation "To authorize temporary executive disposi
tion in the public interests of the senices of officers subject to 
executive control," was taken from the Speaker's table nnd 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COM1\1ITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. SABATH: Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza

tion. H. R. 7995. A bill to limit immigration of aliens into 
the United States, and for other purposes; minority \iews, 
part 2 (Rept. No. 350). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SNELL: Committee on Rules. H. Res. 236. A resolu
tion providing for the consideration of H. R. 7995, to limit 
immigration; without amendment (Rept. No. 381). Refei:Ted 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota: Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. S. 2488. An act to authorize the city of 
Minneapolis, in the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge 
across the Mississippi River in said city; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 382). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN: Committee on Agriculture. S. 2112. An act 
authorizing the Department of Agriculture to issue semi
monthly cotton-crop reports and providing for their publica
tion simultaneously with the ginning reports of the Depart
ment of Commerce; without amendment (Rept. No. 384). Re
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. · 

1\Ir. GARBER: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 6298. A 
bill to permit the leasing of unalloted lands of Indians for oil 
and gas purposes for a stated term and as long thereafter as 
oil or gas is found in paying quantities, and for other purposes; 
with an amendment (Rept. No. 386). Referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 4445. A bill to amend section 115 of the act of March 3, 
1911, entitled "An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws 
relating to the judiciary"; with an amendment (Rept. No. 
385). Referred to the House Calendar. 

l\fr. LEAVITT: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 6490. A 
bill for the relief of dispossessed allotted Indians of the Nis
qually Reservation, Wash.; without :tmendment (Rept. No. 387). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. YATES: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 644. A bill 
providing for the holding of the United States district and cir
cuit courts at Poteau, Okla.; with an amendment (Rept. No. 
388). Referi'ed to the House Calendar. 

1\·fr. DYER: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 4168. A bill 
to amend an act entitled "An act to punish the unlawful break
ing of seals of railroad cars containing interstate or foreign 
J:;hipments, the unlawful entering of such cars, the stealing of 

freight and express packages or baggage or article;:; in process of 
transportation in interstate shipmeut, and the felonious asporta
tion of such freight or express packages or baggage or articles 
therefrom into another district of the United States, and the 
felonious possession or reception of the same," approved Feb
ruary 13, 1913 (37 Stat. L. p. 670) ; with amenuments (Rept. No. 
389). Referred to the House Calendar. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIV A.TE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. FREDERICKS: Committee on Claims. H. R. 6012. A 

bill to confer jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to ascertain 
the cost to the Southern Pacific Co., a corporation, and the 
amounts expended by it from Deecmber 1, 1906, to November 30. 
1907, in closing and controlling the break in the Colorado H.iver, 
and to render judgment therefor, as herein provided ; with 
amendments (Rept. No. 383) . Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

• PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND 1\IEMORIAV~. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

were introduced nnd severally referred as follows: 
·By 1\fr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 82G2) to fix the compensation 

of officers and employees of the legislative branch of the Gov
ernment; to the Special Committee to Consi<ler the Adjustment 
of Salaries of Officers and Employees of the Legislative Branch. 

By 1\Ir. BURTNESS : A bill ( H. R. 8263) to authorize.. the 
accounting officers of the Treasury to pay to certain supply offi
cers of the regular Navy anrl Naval Reserve Force the pay and 
allowances of their ranlcs for services performed prior to the 
approval of their bonds; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By l\lr. PRALL: A bill (H. n. 8264) to authorize the cession 
to the city of New York of land on the northerly side of New 
Dorp Lane in exchange for permission to connect l\liller Fielll 
with the snid city's public sewer system; to the Committee ou 
:'llilitar:v Affairs. 

By ~lr. 'l'ILLl\IAN: A bill (H. R. 8265) to establish the Peel 
National Park at the Pea Ridge battle field in Benton County, 
Ark. ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. YATES: A bill (H. n. 8266) for the erection of a 
public building at Springfield, Ill., and ap11ropriating money 
therefor ; to the Committee on Puolic Buildings and Grounds. 

By l\lr. HUDSPETH: A bill (H. R. 8267) for the purchase of 
lood adjoining Fort Bliss, Tex. ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. KIESS: Resolution (H. Res. 237) authorizing the 
printing of the annual report of the Governor of Porto Rico : 
to the Committee on Printing. 
. Also, resolution (H. Res. 238) authorizing the printing of the 
report of the Governor General of the Philippine Islands ; to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. McFADDEN: Resolut!on ( H. Res. 239) authorizing 
the select committee appointed under House Resolution 231 to 
employ stenographic and other assistance, and for other pur· 
poses; to the Committee on Accounts. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bill's and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. ALMON: A bill (H. R. 8268) granting a pension t'o 

Huston Tate; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By 1\lr. DICKINSON of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8269) for the 

relief of Howard A. 1\fount; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. FROTHINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 8270) for the relief 

of the owner of the schooner Itasca and her master and crew ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 8271) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary W. McGuire; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R 8272) for the relief of John 
Hyatt; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORTON D. HULL (by request) : A bill (H. R. 8273)° 
for the relief of the estate of John C. Phillips, deceased; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8274) granting a pension to 
Annie Kerwin Doherty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 8275) granting an increase 
of pension to Rhoda Hart; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mrs. NOLAN: A bill (H. R. 8276) granting a penslon to 
Thomas B. Hanoum; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mt. S.TRONG of Pennsylvania: A bi.II (H • .R. 8277) grant..t 
ing a pension to .George A. Hoover; to. the Oommittee :on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By l\lr. RAKER; A bill (H.1 R. 8378) for the relief of Mar
garet B. Stover; to the Committee on Claims. 

lly Mr. SANDIDRS ·of Indiana: A bill (II. R. 82.79) granting 
a pension to Dr. Ernest Cooper ; to the, Committee. on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 8280) for the relief of Charles 
W. Mead; to the Committee on Claims. 

By l\Ir. VESTAL: A bill (H. R. 828-1) granting a pension to 
Orominah Bates; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule xxn. p~titions and papers were laid 

on the Ole1•k's desk anc.l refe11red as follows : 
204& By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of officers . 

and members of Court Independence, No. 123, Fonesters o:C 
America;, urging Congress " to give favorable conside;ratioo to 
the Edge-Kelly bill; to the Committee on the· Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

20-!4. Also (by request), p~tition of. the executive committee 
of the conference of attorneys general, urging that sufficient 
money be a!)propriated b:V Cong.ress to ~nable the Federal Trade 
Commission to prevent unfair ttade practi<!es in the production, 
manufacture, and distribution of gasoline; to the -Committee- on 
lnterstate and Foreign Commerce. 

2045~· By .M:r. DALLINGER: Petition of Ame1,ican citizens of 
Polfsh birth of Cambridge,' Mass., in opposition to the Johnson 
immigration bill; to- the Committee on Immigration and 
Natmmlization. 

2046. By l\It. BUD SPETH~ Petition of El Paso Lodge, No. 
509, I. 0. B. B., in opposi.tioll' to John.son iinmigraiion bill; to 
the Committee on Immigration and. Naturali~ation. 

204'7. By Mr. G.A.LI1IV:AN; Petition of Boston League of 
Catholic Women, Mrs. Frances E. Slattery; president, opposing 
the equal · rights. amendment to the Federal Constitution p:i.·o
posed by the National Women's Party; to the Committee ·on. the 
Judiciary. 

2048. Als0, petition of Lieut. H. L. Mccorkle Camp, No. 2, the 
United S'J)anii<Jh War Veterans, Soldiers' Home1 Tenn., recom
mending early and faivm:able · consideration of House. bill 5934; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

2049. By 1\fr. Kl:DLL:IDI-t: Petition ,of Ohapter No. 2, Disabled 
American VeteraoB of the World War, protesting against cer
tain reco~rtations of the . S'en:ite committee which investi
gated the, Veterans'• Bureau; to the Oommittee on World WtJ.r 
Veterans' Legislation. 

2050. By Mrj El:ETCH:AM: Petition. of HarrY· Kenm and 23 
citizens of Niles, Mich., . urging'. tha:t all strictly military sup
plies be manufactured in the Government-o,vned navy yards 
and arsenals; to the Committee on .Naval Affairs, 

2001. By Mr. KIESS..: Petitions of citizens of Clinton County, 
Pa., favoring the passage of restrictive immi_gxation bill; to the 
Committee, on. Immigration and .Naturalization. 

2052. By- Mr. MIOHA:IDLSON: :petition of Elkhart Branch, 
Railway .Mail Association, Ob.icago, Ill, favoxing an increase of 
salaries for postal employees; to the Oommittee on the Poi;;t 
Office and Post Roads. 

2053. By Mr. MILLER of Washington: Petition of the 
Seattle Chamber of Commerce, urging the United States 
Senate and House of Representatives to maintain the Navy 
at the full strength and effectiveness allowed under tb.e tl'eaty 
and the recommendations ma.-de by the naval commissions be 
enacted into law; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

2054. By Mr. SCHALL: Petition of E. H. Sund, secretary of 
the Business 1and Professional Men's . Association of 1\Iio.ne
apolis, Minn., indD-rsiog Philippine independence ; to the Com
mittee on Insular Affairs. 

2055. Also, petition of George A. Thompson, secretary of 
the Conopus Club. of Minneapolis, Minn., indorsing Army 
.appropriations bill for training of Organized Reserves and main., 
tenance of the reserve headquarters; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

2056. Also, petition of R~ :ID~ LeonaTd, secretary ot the 
Rotary. Glub of St. Paul, Minn., indorsi.ng national defense 
act; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

2057. By Mr. SITES: Petition of citizens of the State of 
Pennsylvn.nia~ urging the enactment into law of legistati.on 
dimilar, or identical w.ith the Brookhart•H.uU bill (R 74~ and 
H. R. 2702), requiring. that all strictly militru:y supplies be 
manufactured in the Government-owned na.vy yards auu ar· 
senals and providing for the stabilizing of production and~ em
ployment , in Government . industrial establishments by the use 
of these plants fo.r the manUfacture. of articles- _ required by 

other depnrtm<mts o:fi the · Government; to the C'omm1ttt=-e on 
Na.val 1 Affairs; 

2058. By Mr. SMITH: Petition of ladies of Shakespemian 
Club of , CoeU.111 d' Alene1 Idaho, against legiJJiation legalizing 
2..75. per cent beer; to the ;Commii.ttee .. oni the Judiciary. 

2059. By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: Petition , of1 Slate 
Lick Ooun.cil, No, 337 ~ Fraternal 1Patriotic Amer-leans, in favor 
of further restri<lting immigration ; to the- Oommittee on 1 mmi-· 
grntiou and Natm·alizatiou. 

2060. By Mr. TAGUE: Petition of • Bay State Division, No. 
413, Order of Railway Conductors of America, favoring enact
ment of -Senate bill 1557 ·and House bill 3674, to determine mili
tru·y status of Russian• Ratlway Service Om.·ps during World 
War; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

2061. By l\1r. YOUNG: Pietition of Alex Nef.ll and othe!.' citi
zens •of Arena, N. Dak., and Godfrey Berg and other citizens 
of Alexanoo1-, N. Dak., urging the. passage of tbe Norris~ 
Sim:lair hill ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

2062 . . Also, petition of 1 32 citizens of r Kensal, N. Dak., and 
0. J. Nygaard and other citizens of 1 Woodworth,. N: Da.k., urgi" 
ing the passage of the MeNa.i·y~Haug~ bill; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

SENArrR 
FmnAY, 11! arch 28, 1924. 

The Chaplain; Rev. J.• J. l\Inil', D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

0 lJo.rd,l .onr Lond, Thou art indeed a good and gracious God 
in Thy dealings with us; Thou art so patient and loving and 
always ready to help· us ill 1 times of . need Give us strengtbi 
in OUJJ' weak'"ness1 wisdom in our folly, direction in th~ right 
path of duty. Leadi us ever onward tin the. straight and narrow 
way, under the guidance of Thy Spirit. Be very near to us 
to-day. Help us, we beseech of ' Tbee; to•. understand Thy will 
and be glad to do it, so that t.when the.shadows of evening gather 
about us we may be able to say we have walked with God 
in.the.line .of duty this day, We ask in Jesu.s'.name. A.men. 

The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of•yesterday's 
proceedings when, on request of ·Mr. CURTIS and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the Journal, 
was approved. 

CALL OF TRE. ROLL. 

M1·. CURTIS. ~fr. President, I suggest the· abse.nce of: a 
quorum. 

'l'he. PRES1DENT; pro tempore. The Sec1•etary wnll can the 
roll. 

The1 principal clerk called the roll, and the ·following_·Senators 
answe.i:ed to their names : 
Bayard Fess King 
Borah . Fletcher • Ladd 
Brandegee Frazier ,!; .. oc$eell"r 
Broussard George .1.\!.l .1:~ a 

Bruce Gerry· McKinley 
Bursu.m Glass McLean 
Cameron Gooding McNary 
Capper Hale Ma.yfi~Id 
Oar away Ilarreld Neely 
Colt Harris Norris 
Copeland Harrison Oddie 
Couzens Heflin O'verman 
Ou mm.ins Howell Pepper 
Curtis .J ohoson, Minn. Pittman 
Dale Jones, N. Mex. Ralston 
Dial Jone11, Wash. Itunsdell: 
Dill mmddck Reed, ~1<>. 
Ferris Keyes Reed, Pa. 

Robinson 
SJ1eppard 
Shortridge . 
Smith 
Stnoot 
Stanfield 
Stepl:lens 
Swanson 
Trammell 
Wadsworth, 
W~.b..Ma..ss. 
Wiilsh, Mont 
ViTa:irren 
\Vatson 
Weller 
Willis 

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to announce that the Senator from 
Iowa [l\Jr. BnooKHART], the Senator from Arizona [Mr. 
AsE:URST], and the Senatov ·from. Montana [1\11'. WHEELER] ai:e 
attending. bearings . before a sp,ecial , investigating committee 
of the Senate. 

I was also requested to announce. the absence of the. junior 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT] on account of illness, 

Mr. McKELLAU. I desire to announce the .absence of DlY' 
colleague [Mr. SHIELDS] on account of illness. I ask that this 
announcement may stand for the day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Seventy Senators have 
answered to their names. There is a quorum present. 

"DANGER IN NATlONAL CONTROL-OF EDUCATI(jiN." 

l\fo RANSDELL. Mr. P..resid~ut, I ask tQ have printed in 
the REconn a ve1·y interesti.ng and able editoJ;'inl in the Balti· 
mol·e Manufa-cturer:s Recoo:u of the . 20th. instant entitlecl 
" Pm}ger in national control of edueation .. " 
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